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An atcount of the very important proceedings of 
both houses of congress, occupies many of our pages. 
The details are given with much care—for though the 
results ave most generally interesting, the people will 
need the particulars for special application, in several of 
the states, in the autumn elections. In addition to the jour- 
nal, we have given sketches of some of the speeches, and 
shall present many more already arran with certain 
leading ones at large, on various subjects; for the doings 
of these our days will be ¢losely examined, and we wish 
to afford every facility for the ascertainment of truth, 
and render this work as perfect a book of reference as 

ssible. Much matter must be deferred until after the 
rising of congress, which will not be much longer delayed. 





The tariff bill finally passed the house of represen- 
tatives on \ ragga | last, 192 to 65, or a majority of more 
than twoto one. See the yeas and nays, page 336. We 
are mortified that the Washington editors could not get. 
a copy of the bill, in time for its re-publication in the 

sent number of the RecisTeR—and so it must remain 


till next week. 


We have cast the names of those who voted against the 
bill into states, for more easy and certain reference. It 
appears, that a majority of the members from_Jassa- 

usetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Vermont, Vew Jer- 


| seyand Pennsylvania was against the bill!* Hence, we 


must believe that certain parts of it are very objectiona- 


ble, falling far short of the amount of protection desired— 


chiefly, perhaps, as to woollens. But without a perfect 
copy of the bill before us, as it passed, we cannot venture 
any remarks on its particular provisions, There are se- 
yveral that we feel almost certain will be corrected in the 
senate, for they are important—perhaps essential, to the 
preservation and prosperity of the ‘‘system.”’ 

One curious fact is exhibited in the yeas and nays. Of 
the 65 who voted aguinst the bill, there are only 25 who 
resisted it on PRINCIPLE—to wit, the gentlemen from 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia and 
Alabama. ‘The other 40 voted against the bill because of 
its inexpediency only. And thus the constitutionality of 
protectton is established by 172 votes against 25. hat 
thien becomes of “nullification?” Will this contemptible 
minority carry it out? 


The list of nays, with a few exceptions, is entirely made 
up of the oldest and most decided friends of domestic in- 
dustry, and of those who deny a right in congress to protect 
it—and in the yeas are many of our most valued friends, 
who have certainly believed that, in voting for this bill, 
they did not hazard the system. But there are names of 
ill-omen among the yeas—and some evidence of political 
arrangements, in certain cases. It is probable, that some 
of our friends voted for the bill in a belief that it 
would receive a few wholesome corrections in the se- 
tate. Several errors exist—and, perhaps, one that may 
prove fatal toa mighty interest; the notion that a pro- 
tecting duty on wool éan render service to the farmer; 
without a corresponding protection on woollens’ The 
effect of the act of 1828 ought to have taught wisdom. 
A great decline in the price of wool followed the passage 
of that law—and it would have continued, but because of 
¢Xcessive demands for woollen cloth in Evropsg, as shewn 
en a former occasion. And how stands the market for 
wool how? We must cut short our remarks—still the 
varios interests at hazard shall not be abandoned, 
through the want of an effort on our part, to preserve 
them—if nceded. But Tats bill is not TaaT reported by 
the secretary 6f the treasury! 


—_—- 


&>The “National fntelligencer” and the ‘‘U. 8. Tele- 
graph,” which reached us on the 22d, were entirely filled 
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(a column or twoexcepted), with Mr. WUcDufie’s speectt 
in support of his twelve-and-an-half-per-vent. -tariff-bill. 
We have laid it off for insertion, and shall give place to 
as much matter on ‘‘the other side,” as soon as conve- 
nient. 

Parts of Mr. McDuffie’s speech are very violent—and 
he adheres to his queer theory, that the duty imposed on 
goods imported is paid by the producers of articlés ex- 
ported: that cotton, grown in South Carolina, pays the 
tax upon calico consumed in Massachusetts! It is the 
most strange idea that ever entered into the head of @ 
sane man. Among other things, Mr. McD. refers to 
our humble selves, and makes extracts from the Reerss 
TER. Had he given the wAole that was said, having in- 
stant relation to the parts quoted, we should have thank- 
ed lim for introducing us to his friends in the south.—He 
says—‘‘I do confidently believe that if South Carolina. 
fails in the struggle she is now waging, the brief days of 
American liberty will be numbered.” We say, that 
if South Carolina sueceeds in the “struggle,” and 
dictates the law to the mighty majority of the Americar 
people, we would broadly prefer the rule of a king, 
nominated by the autocrat of Russia, to the dominion 
of the Coopers and Hamiltons of South Carolina! Tars 
against THAT: the policy and power of the 1,347,000 
people of Pennsylvania, against the wild schemes of a 
part of the 231,812 people of South Carolina—the for- 
mer being also efficient. If it had been the interest of 
Great Britain to shut out the cotton of South Carolina, 
as she excludes the stapie product of Pennsylvania, the 
‘‘value of the union’? would never have been calculated 
by an Englishman in South Carolina, with impunity; and 
Mr. McDuffie would have THUNDERED retaliation to pro- 
duee reciprocity, and there would have been no one 
a more thorough-going tariff man than himself: he 
would have called us tame supporters of the rights of 
INDEPENDENT America! The friends of the pro- 
tecting system are very frequently charged with ‘‘selfish- 
ness’’—and often abused as ‘‘extortioners’’ and denounced 
as *‘monopolists.”” Now, all these things rest with Mr. 
McDuffie and those who act with him! Whatever less 
sens the exportations of the north, benefits the south, by 
advancing the exchange, and giving to the cotton planters 
a eommand over the money-market, so far as it depends 
on foreign trade, and they become the ‘‘extortioners;’* 
they are the only ‘‘monopolists,”’ because they have the 
ouly commodity which England will graciously receive 
in exchange for her goods—and hence the poenis of great 
states must be rendered tributaries to those of a small 
one—the vast majority MUST purchase iron and wool- 
les and cottons, &e. of England, BECAUSE England re- 
ceives the co¢ton of South Carolina—a pitiful affair, when 
compared with other things; the whole prodact of the 
state being of less value than the dzéttons, combs, woon~ 
EN CLOCKS, and tin-ware, and some otlier ‘‘notions,” 
manufactured in Connecticut: nay, the aggregate value 
of the manufactures of eotton in Rhode Island are worth 
about as much as the whole crops of cotton of the nation 
of nullificators! So that, examine the matter in any way 
that we can, the ezcifement in the south is ‘‘seLrrsu,”’ 
‘<nISHUONEST,” “‘MONOPOLIZING” and “EXTORTIONATE!’* 
It is the few against the many. For, if all the members 
of congress Were called upon to vote for or against the 
protecting system—{ a naked question, uninfluenced by 
any party jugglings or arrangements), they would stand 
about as seven to one in favor of that system—the 24 or 23 
members of congress who represent tlie slaves being de- 
ducted from the latter, as in equity they ought, WHEN A 
QUESTION REGARDING THE PROSPERITY OF THE FREE 
LABORING CLASSES IS TO BE DECIDED: because it is 
those who must ‘‘bear the burthen and the heat of the 
day”—who, indeed, ans THE pervsiic; in which 
slaves have no more at stake than horses, or oxen, oF 





*Thirty-one inst—twenty-three for the bill. 
Your XLIE.—Sie. 23. 
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And if ‘‘the south” will not yield one-third of its pow- 
er to enact the laws because of ruts compromise of the 
constitution—it should surely teach a gent/eman modera- 
tion, being yet out-voted, in opposing the first principle 
of the constitution, which is in the will and welfare of 
the majority. ‘ ; 

If an honest desire to adjust the tariff question had 
prevailed among the enemies of the protecting principle, 
there would never have been much difficulty in relation 
to the subject—dut the ‘‘gods’’ demanded that the princi- 


ple should be abandoned'—the few said to the many, 


‘YOU SHALL!” Bah!—+the ‘‘shall’”’ will be found on 
the other side, when ‘‘nullification” reaches the fulness 
of its time, and foreign aid is obtained by presumptuous 
traitors. Mr. McDuffie may suppose it very moderate 
and modest in him, to insist upon a repudiation of the 
established policy of the government from the beginning, 
as the condition on which Ae will grant us the blessings 
of peace; and thinks that we are wicked, very wick- 
ed, indeed, for saying, in return to Ais threat, that the 
‘‘musket-bearers of the land, the men who know their 
rights and knowing dare maintain them, cannot submit 
to a legislation which shall grind them into poverty!” 
He prophecies the glories of South Carolina in a state of 
‘‘nullification’’— which meaneth the present condition of 
Jamaica, under the paternal government of Great Bri- 
tain—but we stand by the constitution and the law, and 
say that the first shal/ be preserved and the second obey- 
ed! He, whose openly avowed object it is to ‘rude or 
ruin” the union, holdeth us up to ‘‘reprobation” because 
that we would preserve the union, and maintain the will 
of the majority of the people, legally and clearly ex- 
pressed. He sweareth ona bale of cotton, that he will 
‘‘nullificate,’? and abuseth us for saying, let him null f- 
cate—if he can! He isina rage at the permission which 
we have generously granted!!! There is no pleasing 
him-—but in forgetting that we are “whole” white men, not 
subject to the command of ‘‘the south.”” Violence on his 
side, is right—while a resolution, on our side, to resist 
violence, is wrong. But we laugh at, ordespise, all such 
things. -We are ready to discuss the expediency of any 
particular embraced within the wide range of the 
‘American System’-—but to require that we ‘‘shall” 
ive up the principle, is——imevpent. We acknow- 
edge no master but GOD—no correct interpretation of 
the constitution, but in the sober and settled judgment of 
the people who made it. We are willing to hear ar- 
gument, but despise threats. The wishes of the minori- 
ty should be respeeted, but the majority must rule. 
A ye, **KING NUMBERS,” rather than KING GEORGE. 

We have always been willing to examine these things. 
If ‘‘oppression”’ existed, we felt willing to relieve it. 
‘*Taxation” has been complained of, and we desire to 
reduce the taxes ten millions. We say, that the reduc- 
tion should be made chiefly on such articles as do not in- 
terfere with the pursuits of our industry; for, denied a 
foreign market for our bread-stuffs and meats, and wool, 
&e. we would have one at home. We cannot see any 
right in the minority, complaining of ‘‘taxes,” to pre- 
scribe the particular articles through which the ‘‘oppres- 
sion”’ shall be relieved, unless in a modest resolution to 
govern us. Much has been yielded to this minority— 
EVERY THING must be yielded, else they will rebel! 
Let them rebel, then—and let rebellion have its ‘‘perfect 
work,” if so they will have it. Lut ‘*NuLLIFICATION” 
BECOME COMPLETE, IN NULLIFYING ITSELP. 

Mr. Adams, in a brief speech, see page 334, has plac- 
ed this matter in its proper light. But ‘taut Caesar aut 
nullus,” is the motto of ‘the south.” ‘*Casar” the 
south cannot be—‘‘nzzllus” it may! 

[When the ‘‘proof” of the preceding was before us 
for correction, we received the yeas and nays on the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill—and, by the classification that we 
have made of the nays, it appears, as is stated in a pre- 
ceding article, that the principle of protection has been 
fully established; that those who held out to the end 
against it, were only twenty-five! ] 

Two very valuable articles have recently appeared 
n the **United States Gazette”—one on ‘‘excessive im- 
portations and commercial embarrassments,” the other 
concerning the ‘‘minimums.” We should, at once, have 
republished these articles—but, presuming that copies of 
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them had been sent where they would be most useful—tog 
Washington, and that they had been read, with merited 
attention, by all the members of congress who have suffi. 
cient industry, as well as a willingness to ascertain the 
truth, in respect to matters so important—we thought 
that these solid appeals to the sober judgment our legis/q- 
tors em be postponed, to make room for current mat- 
ters and remarks,—/or the people. 


An uncommon degree of intelligence and practical 
knowledge is displayed in these essays—and the first, be- 
cause of its statistical character, shall certainly be pre- 
served, It shews, among other things, that, though the 
excess value of our domestic exports in 1830 was 2,972,588 
dollars more than the value of the foreign goods import- 
ed and retained for the consumption—the excess value of 
the latter, as compared with that of the former, in 1831, 
was 21,880,541 dollars against the United States, or an 
aggregate of 24,853,129 dollars, 1831 being compared 
with 1830. In these alarming facts, we easily see the 
reasons why commercial embarrassments have abounded, 
und manufacturing industry is paralized—for the excess 
value of importations is chiefly made up of those things 
which most immediately interfere with our own industry, 
as a few brief extracts from the table will shew. ‘ 

Imports of 1850 and 1851 (left for consumption), the 


ex ports being deducted. 
1830. 1831. Excess. 


Wool $92,172 $1,287,540 $1,195,368 
Manufactures of wool 5,574,389 12,789,375 7,214,986 
of cotton 5,912,862 12,861,566 7,948,504 
Iron & its manufactures 5,288,934 6,495,163 1,206,229 











17,565,087 

Value of our domestic exports in 1830 59,462,029 
Same 1831 61,277,057 

Value of imports, left for consumption in 1830 56,462,029 
Same 1831 83,157,598 


Excess in 1831 $26,668,157 

With the facts before us—that, of the kinds of goods 
mentioned, the importations (for consumption), were 174 
millions more in 1851 than in 1830, the present embar- 
rassments of our manufacturers are easily aceounted for; 
and there is no difficulty in knowing the cause of the 
‘‘searcity of money,” when it is ascertained that we pur- 
chased 22 millions worth of goods more than our own 
products exported paid for! ‘The most simple man in the 
country can apprehend, that, if he only sells 61 dollars 
worth a year, and expends 83 dollars, he must get into 
debt and go behind-hand; and as it is with individuals, so 
it is with nations. And it is as much the duty of a wise 
and just government to prevent such things, as it is that 
of a kind father to caution his son to keep his disburse- 
ments within his income, that he may not become a pan- 

. ‘ s 
per—dependent on the cold charity of an unfeeling world. 





Hasty AND BRIEF NoTIcES. It has so happened that 
mechanical necessity, (even if room could have been 
prose for them by the postponement of other oeetet) 

as prevented the insertion of prepared notices of the fo 
lowing matters: 

The cholera. We havea pretty long account of the 
progress of this disease in America, and shall preserve 
it. It has committed awful ravages at Quebee and Mon- 
treal, and a good many cases occured at other places in 
Canada: but it was rapidly declining at nearly all of them, 
and seems to be rapidly disappearing. It is not ascertan- 
ed that a. single case has yet happened in the United 
States, unless in the persons of newly arrived foreigners. 
The pestilence may break out in other places—but at 
present it seems ‘‘stayed,”’ as to us. 

The anti-masonic convention for: New York has nomi- 
nated Messrs. Granger and Stevens for governor and 
lieut. governor of the state; and Chancellor Kent and Jobn 
C. Spencer, esq. Ke. Ke. for electors of president and 
vice president of the United States. It seems that these 
tickets will receive the support of all parties opposed to 
the re-election of gen. Jacksori, and the elcetion of Mr. 
Van Buren. Proceedings héreafter. 

A Jackson- Barbour convention has been held in North 
Carolina—an account of which shall be recorded. 
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London @ of the 16th May, (one day later), have 
been se = a The recal of mea Gray is co rmed. 
The duke of Wellington could not get-up an administra- 
tion. 

§g-A very sensible letter from certain gentlemen of 
Pittsburg to the editor, will be found in page 325. 

A resolution to adjourn on the 9th inst. has passed the 
house of representatives—but the senate will hardly be 


eady. 

Cal. Mitchell, one of the representatives in congress 
from Maryland, died at Washington on Thursday last. 
He wasa gallant and worthy man. Particulars herea!ter. 

Gen. Houston has been fined $500 for his assault on Mr. 
Stanberry. Jfeard’s case is yet untried. 

NuuuricaTion. The ‘‘New York Advocate and 
Journal” has called up to recollection a letter from Tho- 
mas Hulme, esq. to Mr. Hayne, one of the senators from 
South Carolina, in relation to conversations which he ee 
first named gentleman), had in London with a leading 

olitical character, as to a nullification of the tariff laws 
in the south, &c. all which Mr. Hulme offers to verify 
on oath, before the bar of either house of congress, or 
any other tribunal in the country. This letter was pub- 
lished in the Reeisrer of the 5d of July, 1830. We 
know Mr. Hulme well, and as firmly believe every word 
stated by him, as that gov. Hamilton, of South Carolina, 
has preached nullification at cross-roads’ gatherings of 
the people of that state. We have some remarks to make 
on this subject, as soon as we can get room for them. It 
shall be *‘handled without gloves.”” The nettle must not 
be delicately touched. It is useless to argue with a man 
who has resolved to ‘‘run a muck,” as mad East Indi- 
ans do, 

ommng ; 
LETTER TO THE EDITOR. 

The following is extracted from a letter from an old 
friend of the ReeisTer in Virginia—an original subscrib- 
er, who, for more than twenty years, has travelled with 
and supported us, with promptitude and fidelity—though 
not ae reconciled to our leading opinions; but 
such differences of opinion have not run into differences 
of principle—and we feel flattered with his approbation 
of the course which we have pursued with relation to the 
separatists. 

_ “J admire firmness ina good cause. With a tariff ma- 
jority in congress as firm as you are, and treating the idea 
of nullification and secession with the same utter contempt, 
I verily believe the nullifiers would long since have held 
their tongues in shame and mortification. The very 
idea of their ability to resist, or to maintain a separate 
government, contrary to the wishes even of that part of 
the union south of the Potomac, seems to me to be absurd 
and ridiculous. But I agree with you, if they ever in- 
tend to effect their schemes, now is the time-—there can 
be none better. Far better would be separation, than 
submission to the rule of a bullying minority.” 

————* 

Ixpian warn. We have nothing very interesting from 
the seat of war in the north-west, except that the Indians 
were still committing some depredations, and greatly 
alarming the frontier inhabitants in certain places—in 
others, because of preparations made, all fears of their 
depredations had imnale subsided. Gen. Atkinson had 
tollected a considerable force of regulars and militia, 
and some fine companies of mounted men were about to 
jon. Maj. gen, Seott has proceeded for Chicago; and 
several companies of regular troops, from various posts 
in the Atlantic states, are on their way. Gen. Scott will 
take the command. The force will soon be amply suffi- 
tient to “‘sweep-off”’ the Indians, if they shall concentrate, 
either for defence or battle; but the apprehension seems 
to be, that they will carry on the war in small partfles— 
and if so, it will be tedious, difficult and destructive. 





Battimore AND Onto Rat RoAD. Many passengers 
and large quantities of goods, daily pass on the rail road 
seventy miles, ,to or from Baltimore or the Point of Rocks, 
on the Potomac—at which latter a new village is being 
built, very rapidly. The entire journey ‘‘out and home,” 

miles, is now made in 17 continuous hours, leaving 
ample time to view the Point of Rocks, and the beauti- 





ful scenery adjaeent, It is, altogether, one of the most 
agreeable excursions that can be found m our country, 
and, on many accounts, highly interesting. 

The Charlestown, (Va. ), Free Press of the 14th instant 
says— 

«The line of boats, advertised to ply between Harper’s 
Ferry and the Point of Rocks, daily, will prove of a 
utility to travellers. It will enable them to travel from 
Harper’s Ferry to Baltimore in twelve hours, in a most 
agreeable manner. The proprictors deserve enedurage- 
ment, and will doubtless receive it. ‘They have our 
thanks and hearty good wishes. We hope this arrange- 
ment may be the forerunner of a daily mail from Balti- 
more to this place.” 

kg-We learn that a second “line of boats” has been 
established between the Point of Roeks and Harper’s 
Ferry, and that several lines of stages have been started, or 
are preparing to strat, and eonnect with the rail road at 
the ‘“*Point.”” There is a rapidly increasing intercoutse 
with the richest parts of Virginia, by these means,—and 
the transport of passengers and merchandise is daily aug- 
mented, In May last, the receipts of the Baltimore and 
Qhio rail road company from travellers and for the trans- 
portation of goods, exceeded $16,000—one day last week 
produced $700, If this road were completed to the Ohio, 
the business upon it would go beyond the hopes of the 
most sangnine. ‘Trains of ears would, no doubt, ofter 
be more than a mile long; and, after a while, the whole 
route of the road become a continuous chain of villages. 
The affairs of the company are under the charge of faith- 
ful and gentlemanly agents. 

Jamaica. The following pithy article is from the *‘N.. 
York Journal of Commerce.” For “British colonial 
system,” read the ‘‘British system,” and the parapraph» 
may do pretty well. We ask these scaamneadal men and 
honest advocates of ‘‘free trade,” what article the pro- 
duct of the United States, unless in small quantities and of 
inconsiderable value, is not excluded from British use, 
cotton excepted, by high duties? The chief products of 
our forests and fisheries are prohibited—flour and rice 
are subject to a duty of from 80 or 100 per cent. tobacco 
1,000, &e. Such is the ‘‘British system.” 

“We learn that a considerable number of the most weal- 
thy inhabitants of Jamaica have determined to abandon 
that island, and remove to the United States. The Bri- | 
tish colonial system, alias **the American System” of 
England—and the condition of the slave population— 
have reduced estates to one-tenth the value they once 
possessed. ” 

‘3-There may arise a question very embarrassing to 
‘‘free trade”? South Carolina, when she shall be in the 
full tide of nullification! Will she receive the Jamaica 
planters and their property—‘‘wool and ivory,” alias 
black slaves? Will she permit a free trade with Hartt, 
carried on by Haytien merchants, and in ships navigated 
by negroes? She will not do either. What then be- 
comes of her principle? She waives that because against 
her real or supposed interest—and the doctrine of expe- 
diency prevails, and with it must come RESTRICTION, or 
a ‘regulation of trade.” South Carolina, judging for. 
herself, will feel this indispensable to her aoe ee and 
peace. She will not permit Haytien merchants to locate 
themselves, and do business within her territory. Ma 
not the people of other states so “regulate” the drab- 
gaitered gentry from England—persons whose object it 
is to violate our laws, and injure us, in our honest pur- 
suits? The PRINCIPLE must go to the reception or ex- 
clusion of both, or of either, as different parties shall 
deem it expedient. The same rule must govern im all 
eases. The right of thought, and power of action, must 
exist in Connecticut as it exists in South Carolina. Mr, 
MeDuffie will admit this! 

PROTECTION OF DOMESTIC MANUFACTURES. We have 
made, at different times, many extracts from the patrio- 
tic proceedings of our fathers during the revolution 
(though Jefore blood was shed in the war for independence 
to encourage the domestic industry of the people of the 
‘“colonies,” that they might become prosperous and pow- 
erful: and now, just in time, another precious relict of 
“antiquity” is placed in our hands, by an aged friend of 
the glorious cause. It is Mathaniel Ames’ Almanag, for 








ee 
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‘*the year of our Lord Christ 1768,” published at Boston 
**at 2s. Bd. per dozen, or five coppers single,” from which 
we extract the article which follows. e are told that 
Nathaniel Ames was the father of the celebrated Fisher 
Ames. The article is copied just as it is printed in the 
Almanac. It seems, that the silly men of those days 
thought there was such a thing as the ‘‘balance of trade,” 
and supposed that the best way to correct it was by pro- 
moting ‘‘industry, oeconomy and manufactures” among 
themselves, and so prevent the ‘“‘usnecessary importation 
of European commodities,” threatening “this country with 
poverty and ruin.” Alas, alas!—they had no Churchill C. 
Cambreleng to make figures for them—na Thomas Coo- 
per to ‘calculate the value of union” arnong them—no 
George McDifjie to discover that any, and every, extra 
money-cost of home-made commodities, (though the pro- 
duet of labor that might otherwise have been useless) must 
be paid for by cotton, and cotion and cotton, exported!— 
no John Sarchet, Condy Raguet or Thomas Litchie, to 
ge them in the way of ‘‘free trade!” What a pity!— 

hy were not these men born before the revolution, that 
they might have taught our fathers better things! 


From Ames’ Almanac for 1767. 
(G-Save your money, and you save your counTRY.-£9 

At a legal and full meeting of the freeholders of the town 
of Boston, on the 28th of October, 1767, the following 

votes were passed unanimously. 
the excessive use of ‘foreign superfiuities is the 
chief cause of the Aa reg distressed state of this town, as it 
is hereby druined of its money; which misfortune is like to 


be increased by meuns of the late additional burthens and” 


impositions on the trade of the province, which threaten the 
country with poverty and ruin: 


Therefore, Voted, That this town will take all prudent 
and legal measures to encourage the produce and manufac- 
tures of this province, and to lessen the use of superflui- 
ties, and particularly the following enumerated articles 
imported froin abroad, viz: Loaf sugar, cordage, anchors, 
coaches, chaises and carriages of all soris, horse furniture, 
men and women’s hats, men’s and women’s apparel ready 
made, household furniture, gloves, men’s und women’s 
shoes, sole leather, sheathing and deck nails, gold and 
silver thread, lace of all sorts, gold and silver buttons, 
wrourht plate of all surts, diamond, stone and paste ware, 
enuf mustard, clocks und watches, silver-smiths and 
jewellere ware, braad cloths that cost above 10s. fer yard, 
muffs, furrs and tippets, and all sorts of millenary ware, 
starch, women's and children’s stays, fire engines, China 
ware, silk and cotton velvets, gauze, pewterer’s hollow 
ware, linseed oil, elue, lawns, cam/ricks, silks of all kinds 
for garments, malt liquors and cheese.—And that a sub- 
scription of this end be and hereby is recommended to 
the several inhabitants and householders of the town. 


And whereas it is the opinion of this town, that divers 
new manufacturers may be set up in America, to its great 
advantage, and sume others carried to a greater extent, 
particularly those of glass and paper: 

Therefore, Voted, That this town will by all prudent 
ways and means, encourage the use and consumption of 
glass and paper, made in any of the British American 
colonies; and more especially in this province. The 
form of the subscription voted unanimously by the town, 
is as follows: 

Whereas this province labors under a heavy debt, in- 
curred in the course of the late war; and the inhabitants 
by this means must be for time subject to very burthensome 
taxes:— And as our trade has for some years been on the 
decline, and is now particularly under great embarrass- 
ments, and burthened with heavy impositions, our medium 
very scarce, and the balance of trade greatly against this 
country: 

We therefore the subscribers, being sensible that it is 
absolutely necessary, in order to extricate us out of these 
embarrassed and distressed circumstances, to promote in- 
dustry, oeconomy and manufactures among ourselves, 
and by this means prevent the unnecessary importation 
of Enropean commodities, the excessive use of which 
threatens the country with poverty and ruin. Do pro- 
mise and engage, to and with each other, that we will 
encourage the use and consumption of al} articles manu- 
factured in any of the British American colonies, and more 
especially in this province; and that we will not, from 








== 
and after the Sist of December next ensuing, purchase 
any of the following articles imported from abroad, viz: 
ee A sv gar, and all the other articles enumerated above. 
And we further agree strictly to adhere to the late regu. 
lation respecting funerals,* and will not use any glove, 
but what are manufactured here, nor procure any new 
arments upon such an occasion but what shall be abso. 
utely necessary. 








Seen 


Tae Grose anv Tue Sentinet. The oficial pa 
at Washington, the ‘‘Globe,” recently proscribed the 
late official paper for Pennsylvania, the ‘American Sep. 
tinel,” published at Philadelphia, for having presumeq 
to make some remarks on the politics of the state, anq 
unfriendly to the election of Mr. Van Buren. So the 
‘**Sentinel” is placed on the ‘‘black-list”’—but the editor, 
of that paper thus “‘return the compliment” paid them, 

The Sentinel says—‘‘It must, therefore, be apparent, 
that the true cause of the abuse in the Globe is not to be 
sought for in our Pte giv pe but will be found in the sup. 
port which the editors of this paper have felt it their dy. 
ty to give to the Pennsylvania candidate for the vice pre. 
sidency, in opposition to the nomination of the self-con. 
stituted assemblage at Baltimore. This is the head and 
front of our offending. 

‘There are also other causes which have tended to ex. 
cite the ire of the unprinctpled apostate whose name graces 
the head of the Globe. Bitterly opeeme to the jheone 
tive system, internal improvement, the bank of the United 
States, and the whole policy of Pennsylvania, he has had 
the mortification not to find an echo to his sentiments ip 
a single paper in the state, if we except some three or 
four, whose editors, from disappointment, are willing to 
do any thing that promises to divide and distract the de- 
mocratic party, and prostrate the administration of the 
state; in which honorable task, it will be recollected, this 
same Globe was industriously employed, until it received 
some admonitions from a quarter which it was not deem: 
ed prudent to slight.” 





PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION oF 1824. The New York 
Courier and Enquirer has the following paragraph. We 
believed at the time, and have believed ever since, that 
the leading matter stated is true: 

‘*The fact no longer should be concealed, that if Mr. 
Clay had not on the first ballot decided the election of 
Mr. Adams he would have been elected on the second 
ballot, by the very men who now sustain the money chang- 
ers. We dare Mr. Cambreleng to deny it—we dare the 
Argus to deny their avowal at the time that they prefer- 
red Mr. Adams to general Jackson—we dare the Argus 
to deny that he preferred having Mr. Rochester, an 
Adams man, for governor, than a friend of Andrew Jack- 
son—we dare him to deny that he denounced the editor 
of the Enquirer bitterly for preferring a friend to Jack- 
son:—We dare the Argus to deny that they came in to 
the support of general Jackson afer his election had be- 
come certain; we dare the junta to deny the charge that 
they denounced amongst themselves the original appoint: 
ments made by the president, and determined to take 
their own time and manner of sceuring that influence at 
Washington whieh they intended to bring to bear against 
all who were not to their interest. Can such a faction 
hope to succeed among an intelligent people? This state 
must be purified—the money changers must be put down, 
or the democratic party is in danger. 


—-—— 


A rain utr. The Baltimore correspondent of the 
Albany Argus, during the sitting of the late Jackson 
convention in this city, said—*It is worthy of remark, 
that four delegates from Alabama have come on from that 
state for the sole purpose of representing those republi- 
cans whom Mr. senator Moore has mis-represented, they 


having travelled a distance of 1,400 miles for that pur 
pose.” 








*The practice of the town relative to funerals, by whieh 
a saving has been made of £100,000 is to give gloves on!) 
to bearers and ministers: to make use of no other mou 
ing for the nearest relations, than a weed in the hat for 
men, and a black bonnet, gloves, ribbons and handket 
chief for women. 
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So 
which the Albany Evening Journal well observed— 
ie is a fine little morceau of ‘‘manufactured” ‘‘indig- 
‘on. It is a pity to ruin this story when it tells so 
well; but the trath will out! It appears by the ballot, 
that three of the four Alabama delegates who travelled 
1.400 miles to express their ‘‘indignation” at the rejection 
of Mr. Van Buren, voted for Mr. Barbour. 


et 


Gotv. We have wonderful accounts of the produc- 
tiveness of some of the mines in the south. It seems 
now manifest that we possess the richest and most ex- 
tensive gold region ever yet known; and its product 
will pa the only advantage derivable to the south. 
The mines will divert much labor from the cultivation of 
eotton, and, to a certain extent, check the progress of 
the supply beyond the demand. The benefits from new 
employments, we hope, may tend to reconcile our south- 
ern brethren to the “American System. ” 


TO THE EDITOR OF THE REGISTER. 
Pittsburgh, Pa. June 21, 1832. 
Sir: We have much pleasure in being able to furnish you 
with the evidence of the public sentiment in this city and coun- 
ty, on the subject of the proposed modifications of the tariff. The 
meeting, Whose proceedings we enclose, was one of the most 
numerous which we have witnessed in this city, and the reso- 
lutions adepted were not opposed by a dissenting voice.* We 
believe that the sentiments conveyed in those resolutions are in 
full accordance with the opinions and wishes of the people of 
western Pennsylvania. hile the necessity of a modification 
of the tariff is perceived and admitted, the determination to sup- 
port the existing protective policy of the country unimpaired, is 
universal. The question what rates of duties and mode of as- 
certaining and collecting them, will insure the protection desir- 
ed, is one upon which the friends of the system, having the same 
object in view, may differ in opinion. We think thatthe pre- 
sent ad valorem duties do not represent the true measure of pro- 
tection which is implied in their nominal amount, and that 
lower duties, fairly collected and promptly paid, would furnish 
a@ much better security to the manufacturing interest. The plan 
which we are anxious to see adopted is, for the most part, con- 
tained in the resolutions referred to. It imejudes the abolition 
of credits upon protective duties, and an appraisement of the 
goods upon which they are levied in the ports of the United 
States. It seems to be agreed that a very large portion of the 
import trade of this country has been acquired by foreigners; 
that the American merchant has been driven from this business 
by a competition fostered by our revenue laws. ‘The benefits of 
the credit system, which were intended for him, are now en- 
C= by his rival, and the reasons which weighed in estab- 
ing the system, have practically ceased. This consideration 
alone would seem decisive in recommending the abolition of 
credits. Another evil which seems to be allied to the credit 
system is, the perpetration of innumerable frauds upon the trea- 
sury and the manufacturing interest, by means of false in- 
voices. The report of the committee on manufactures shews the 
recklessness and the facility with which these frauds are com- 
4nitted, and the precautions against them set forth in the bills 
submitted by the same committee, and by the secretary of the 
treasury, indicate the known difficulties in the way of their pre- 
vention. Those bills profess to look to the foreign valuation as 
the basis of the tax, and provide means for ascertaining such 
value. It will hardly be said that the means allowed to the re- 
venue officers will be always sufficient or effectual, nor will any 
practical man assert, that, under either of the bills, if passed into 
& law, frauds would be impossible. The most that can be said 
is, that additional obstacles are placed in the way of dishonest 
men, and that the success of their nefarious attempts will be 
less certain than formerly. The guards against frauds provided 
by the existing laws appear, in form, at least, to afford a suffi- 
cient security, but they have been found in practice insufficient, 
and we think that, judging from the past, as well as from the na- 
ture of the business out of which the evil arises, the bills refer- 
red to promise no effectual remedy. The ascertainment of the 
exact foreign value of a piece of cloth, at the date of the invoice, 
would eal) for a tedious minuteness in the inspection, as well as 
inquiry into the state of foreign markets, which, in practice, will 
be found inconvenient, and therefore rarely occur; and when 
prosecuted with the utmost care, will insure only an approxi- 
mation to the truth—an under valuation of a five per cent. by 
the importer would be perfectly practicable. The chairman of 
the committee on manufactures admits the practicability of 
raids even against the precautions set forth in his own bill. 
This is clearly implied in his reasons for rejecting from the same 
dill a scale of minimums upon woollens. It scems to us that a 
plan which promises nothing more than a mitigation of the frauds 
complained of, and which admits the possibility of their recur- 
rence, is essentially defective. So long as duties are levied 
upon supposed foreign values, the inducement to undervaluation 
continues direct and obvious, and the argument against mini- 
mums, as a temptation to fraud, looses none of its force when 








*Those proceedings were published in the last RecisTer. 
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applied to the existing or the proposed manner of affixing the ad 

valorem duties. But the plan of ascertaining the duties con- 

tained in the bills above mentioned, namely, a strict inquiry into 
the foreign value independent of the invoices, will, if thoroughly 
executed, be more onerous and expensive than a valuation in 
our own ports. We much fear that, in practice, the advantage 
of a foreign valuation will be found to consist in this—-thatit can 
be made or neglected at pleasure, and will not often be deemed 
necessary—cases of suspicion only will require this process. 
And how many cases have occurred, and will hereafter occur 

of unsuspected frauds? Small deviations from the true scale of 
foreign values will pass unnoticed, and the securitiss provided 
by congress will be found practically efficient only in eases of 
palpable and glaring attempts to evade the laws. If credits were 
abolished, onl the ad valorem duties based upon appraisements 
at our own custom houses, the amount of protection, now a 
subject of dispute, would be at least definite and certain. That 
which is indicated by the present rates of duties is delusive—is 
not realized in practice, and the nation is deceived by the ap- 
pearance of favors extended to the manufacturing interest which 
it does not enjoy; and to this circumstance we may ascribe 
much of the acrimony and violence which have marked the 
opposition to the tariff. One reason for introducing a scale of 
minimums in the tariff upon wooliens, is supposed to have been 
the frequent and enormous frauds by which the duties had been 
evaded. Like other precautions against the contrivances of 
those whose privilege it has been to defraud the government 
without responsibility, it is found in practice to furnish a temp- 
tation to the crime which it was intended to prevent—and this 
will be the practical effect of any scheme for the prevention of 
fraud, without a radical change in the system of levying the du- 
ties. Under the modification of the tariff which is here recom- 
mended, we think that the duties upon ad valorem articles may 
be considerably reduced, and that the reasons for adhering to 
the minimum system will be much weakened, if not entirely 
superceded. 

BensaMIN BAKEWELL. M. ALLEN. 
Isaac LIGHTNER. 


W. ForwarRpD. 
A. BRACKENRIDGE. 


Joun McKee. 
CHARLES AVERY. Lewis PeTerson. 
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SKETCHES OF SPEECHES. 

The following sketches of speeches delivered in the house of 
representatives are highly interesting. They are, as usual, 
copied from the “‘NaTIONaL INTELLIGENCER.”’ 

JUNE 14. 

Mr. Bates, of Massachusetts, addressed the committee in sup- 
port of the amendment moved by Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, 
in reference to the duty on woollens, and confined his argu- 
ment almost exclusively to that branch of the subject, which he 
illustrated by putting a variety of cases to show the effect and 
the propriety of protection. 

He was followed by Mr. Clayton, of Georgia, who warmly de- 
nounced the entire protecting policy: insisted on the great pro- 
fits of the manufacturers from his personal experience, as he 
was the owner of the only cotton factory in Georgia, and had 
doubled a capitul of 30,000 dollars in two years. He said he had 
operated as a sponge upon his neighbors, aud had sucked up 
this amount from their hard earning. They had thought the 
factory a great benefit, and themselves much advantaged by it; 
but this, he insisted, was all a delu-ion. It operated just as the 
factories did at the north, and, knowing its effect, he was op- 
posed to the system as oppressive and ruinous to the planting 
interest. He wentinto a long constitutional argument, to prove 
that congress had no right to pass laws for the protection of ma- 
nufactures; and then proceeded to present what would be the ef- 
fect of a perseverance in the system. On this part of the sub- 
ject, Mr. C. went into a parallel between the state of th 
vious to the American revolution and that now existing in the 
United States: quoted the remonstrances and resolutions of va- 
rious states and of the old congress in reference to oppressive 
taxation by Great Britain, and expressed his firm conviction and 
his hope that language very similar would be heard from the 
south in less than five months. It was because he hoped this, 
he said, that he made the present speech; which though in the 
house, it was like water poured upon a rock, and would be 
listened to elsewhere, and, as he hoped, practised upon also. 
He concluded a speech of very great animation by observing 
that the people of the south were still willing to adhere to the 
union, if the system should be relaxed on any ground of just and 
reasonable compromise—if not, the majority might hug their 
American System as they pleased, and levy what taxes they 
liked, and they might choose out to themselves other gods and 
serve them: but as for him and his house, they would serve the 
gou of liberty, and all the people 15 the south should say amen. 

gune 15. 

Mr. Sutherland resumed the course of his argument, in sup- 

= of the protective system, which be insisted had its origin in 

Jirginia. In support of this position, he made large quotations 
from the Richmoud Enquirer, and the writings of Mr. Jefferson. 
He adverted to the part taken by Georgia, at the time the con- 
stitution was adopted, and contrasted it with the course taken 
by her representatives On the present occasion. He commented 
upon the amount of protection enjoyed by southern commo- 
dities, and applied the arguments advanced by the opponents 
of the system to this branch of legislative protection, insisting, 
that if they would consent to remove the protecting duty on 
cotton, the northern manufacturers could get the Pernambuce 
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cotton in abundance, and on very advantageous terms. He in- 
veighed against the positions taken by southern gentlemen as 
not going to modify, but utterly to destroy the protective system, 
and with it the entire mass of manufactures atthe north. As to 
& secession of Georgia, he would not ask the gentleman from 
that state, (Mr. Clayton), to stay in the union, because, he knew 
he would stay, and could not do otherwise consistently with 
his own t. He closed his remarks with a strong im- 

of his own attachment to the union, and determination 
#0 abide by it to the uttermost. 

Mr. Lewis, of Alabama, next obtained the floor, and delivered 

a speech of much warmth on the opposite side of the question, 
that from the indications of public feeling, it was in- 
dispensable that the question as to the ultimate continuance of 
the system should be settled at the present congress; and that 
this might possibly be the last time the question would be argu- 
ed in that hall. He professed a sincere and honest desire for 
com ise; but denied that the south would be ever satisfied 
aintil the principle should be abandoned, that congress might lay 
duties upon them for the benefit of northern manufacturers.— 
Mr. L. then went into a constitutional argument to show that 
the power to lay taxes for the encouragement of manufactures 
had never been given. He represented the manufacturers as a 
rivileged order—the nobility of America—for whose support 
the rest of the community was to be burdened. They were 
worse than the British nobility, who might be satisfied with a 
fixed amount of the wealth of the country. But, who could 
ever glut the ravenous appetite of a set of insatiable manufac- 
turers? The cotton planters were viewed and treated as a 
hostile power. Mr. L. inquired whether gentlemen ofthe north 
would be willing to protect the cotton growers against the cot- 
ton growers of all the rest of the world? If not, the system was 
partial, and they refused to others what they asked for them- 
selves. He insisted that the system converted the people of the 
southern states into slaves, and the power claimed in its sup- 
port, was a power to take money out of the pockct of one man, 
and put it in the pocket of another: a power more despotic 
than was ever claimed by slave owners over the property of 
their slaves. Mr. L. ran a parallel between the conduct of the 
American colonies in resisting the claims of the British govern- 
ment on the subject of taxation with the course now pursed in 
the south. The south already paid two-thirds of the revenue, 
but that was not enough, unless they would consent to pay tri- 
bute, in whatever proportion might be required by the pleasure 
of the manufacturing interest. On the subject of compromise, 
Mr. L. while he professed himself ready to assent for the pre- 
sent toa mitigation of the system, declared, in the most ex- 
press manner, that the south never could, or would be satisfied, 
unless they should be authorised to look forward to a period 
when it was to be finally and forever abandoned. If two years 
was not long enough, take three. If that was not sufficient, 
take 5,6, 7, or even a longer period; but let them know when 
the oppression was to cease. 

He concluded by entreating of northern gentlemen, that they 
would allow their southern brethern to live in the union, not as 
slaves, but as freemen; and besought them, by the common 
stars and the common stripes of our national flag, to make some 
concession, for preserving the union of the states. 

Mr. Young, of Connecticut, followed, in a very temperate 
speech on the side of the protecting system. He went intoa 
description of the manufacturing interest in his own state and 
his own district, and adduced a number of facts in reference to 
the improvements and the astonishing powers of machinery.— 
He accounted for the reason why the experiment made by Mr. 
Clayton, in the manufacture of cotton, had proved so very pro- 
fitable. But insisted that, at the north, the business was ha- 
zardous, had proved ruinous to very many, and that its profits, 
at the present time, were barely such as to afford a living to 
most of those who were engaged in it. 


Mr. R. M. Johnson made a conciliating remonstrance to the 
fouse, reminding them of the impossibility that the committee 
should listen to a speech from every member, and pressing the 
propriety of shortening the debate. He had himself a strong 
desire to express his sentiments on the general subject, but had 
sacrificed his own wishes, and he urged other’ gentlemen to the 
same course. To those who were urged by such a sense of 
duty as could not be resisted, or whose situation compelled 
them to speak, he would listen patiently. But he hoped that 
gentlemen would not avoid voting, even though the house 
znight not be as full as they could desire. 

Mr. Bullard, of Lowisiana, now took the floor, and delivered 
a speech, of avhich, as it consisted almost wholly of details of 
fact, we cannot present a satisfactory analysis. The substance, 
however, was, that the cotton planters of Lowsiana (elt nothing 
of the oppression from the tariff so much complained of by those 
in Georgia and Carolina; that the business in therr hands was ex- 
tremely profitable; that the fertility of the soil was so great that 
the labor ef.e single hand would produce two thousand pounds 
of clean cotton annually. ‘The southwestern states had already 

roduced in a single year 80 millions of pounds more than the 
Carolinas and Georgia, and they were daily extending their 
plantations; from which he inferred that a part of the depression 
in the price of cotton might be accounted from the vast increase 
af production, without referring to the tariff. He denied the 
doctrine that the producer paid the tax, and adverted to the 
compensating benefits which had arisen to the cotton interest 
from the acquisition of so important a customer as the manufa¢- 
@erer Of the north. 
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Mr. B. then went into a full explanation of the state of the 
sugar trade, and remonstrated against any reduction of the duty 
on sugar, which he contended would only give a bounty to the 
West India producer, and would increase, instead of diminish 
the revenne. 


Mr. Carson commented with some warmth on the speech of 
Mr. Bullard, attributing it to the effect of interest, Inasmuch as 
Louisiana enjoyed a benefit to the amount of two millions of 
dollars from the existing system. All men had their prices 
and so had all communities, and he thought that two millions 
of dollars might be a pretty fair price for the support of Louis. 
iana. The gentleman had represented his state as so strongly 
attached to the union, that no legislation could dissolve the 
bond. But he believed that there had been a period in 1814 
when their attachment had not been quite sostrong. A British 
army then lay in her neighborhood, and the connection of the 
state with the union had been preserved, not by her own |e. 
gislature, but by the exertions of an individual who now residea 
at the other end of this city. 


Mr. Wickliffe remonstrated against longer continuing the de- 
bate on general topics, without so much as an approach to the 
details of the bill. He believed no conversions had been made 
on either side. If there was so much as a single convert, he 
shoutd be glad to take him by the hand. But he knew of none. 
He adverted to the late period of the season. He did not ex- 
actly know the day of the month, for he took no note of time 
but by its loss. He thought that if gentlemen would leave off 
preaching for a little while and go to voting, it would be a great 
relief. Very long speeches had been made chiefly to empty 
benches, and the commencement of every new speech operated 
very much like an adjournment of the house. He hoped gen- 
tlemen would consent to sit late to-night, and if they must speak 
he would endeavor to listen as wellas he could, though in truth 
he was very tired. 

Mr. Burges obtained the floor, and expressed his earnest wish 
to address the committee, but his entire inability to do so at that 
hour. His infirm state of health did not admit of his being out 
in the evening, and he protested against coming to a decision by 
votes on 80 great a question, until the friends and enemies of 
the system had had a further opportunity of expressing their 
sentiments. He compared the protecting system to the Jewish 
temple. It had been forty years in building, and exhibited a 
finished work of wisdom, and it was now proposed to burn it 
down in a night. 

After a rather sharp reply to Mr. Wickliffe, Mr. B. concluded 
by moving that the committee rise, but withdrew the motion to 
allow Mr. Wickliffe the opportunity of rejoinder, which that 
gentleman did not lose. 

JUNE 16. 

Mr. Thomas, of Louisiana, who expressed his desire to make 
some explanation in defence of the state of which he was a re- 
presentative. His colleague,[Mr. Bullard], had yesterday stated 
that Louisiana was a republican state, and that, come what 
would, she would stick to the union. r. T’. said he rose to 
confirm what his colleague had said, for he had spoken nothing 
but the truth. But, however republican the state really was, 
his friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Carson], had endeavored 
to deprive her of her republican character, and charged that her 
legislature had, in 1814, departed from republican principles.— 
Such a charge had been heretofore made against the legislature, 
but it had been most improperly made, and had originated al 
together in misconception of a circumstance occurring at the 
time the British army was besieging New Orleans. Mr. T. pro- 
ceeded at length to detail the circumstances of the arrest of the 
legislature by the orders of gen. Jackson, and he vindicated, with 
foree and feeling, the people of New Orleans from the reproach 
that was cast upon them, that they were willing to give up and 
make terms with the enemy. He allowed all possible merit to 
the militia of Tennessee and Kentucky for their assistance; 
but he maintained, that only for the neglect that had been com- 
mitted in not having a depot of arms in New Orleans, the peo- 
ple of Louisiana felt so much their own situation, that they 
were capable and willing to defend themselves. He scouted 
the idea that any people would be thought mad enough to con- 
template a surrender to an enemy, between whom and the town 
theirown army lay, whom they could not hope to persuade 
into their measures. The whole charge had originated in the 
misconception of a message delivered by gen. Jackson, who, 
hearing of such a thing from one of his aids, sent a message to 
gov. Claiborne to inquire into it; instead of which the message 
for inquiry was construed into a positive order; and the legisla- 
ture had a guard placed over them. Gen. Jackson no doubt did 
what was right, in desiring gov. Claiborne to have the matter 
inquired into; and, further, if true, as was said, in that event, to 
blow them all up. He would have said the same; for if the 
charge had been true, they cculd not have been too soon blown 
up from this world into the land ofspirits. He knew every man 
in the legislature, and almost in the state; and could testify that 
the charge made to their prejudice was altogether undeserved; 
and he felt his duty to make this explanation at once, as we all 
know, from experience, truth seldom travels such a distance 
after falsehood. Aftera lengthened explanation into the local 
affairs of the state, during the war. Mr. T. said that, with re- 
spect to the tariff subject, he did not consider it at all as a party 
question. 

Gen. Jackson, he said, was as he, (Mr. T.) himself was in 
favor of a judicious tariff. To promote this object, Mr, T. cal! 
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ed on the committee to lend all their aid, to bend somewhat to 
each other, and not even in their thoughts to have ideas, much 
jess to speak the language in daily utterance in the house, about 
a dissolution of the union. That was a sentiment he never ex- 
ted to have heard from any American citizen who enjoyed 
the protection of @ constitution, which was the envy of the 
world. Least of all, could he have expected to hear such lan- 
in the hall of the house of representatives. It was too 
ve a subject for him. It could cause no smile upon his lips. 
On the contrary, it filled him with horror and disgust. He hoped, 
therefore, to hear no more about it, and he would conclude, by 
expressing his trust, that every man would prepare himself for 
a satisfactory adjustment of the important subject, by giving 
way on the one side all that could be, and taking on the other 
what they could get, &c. But any thing sooner than even 
talking about a dissolution of the union. Whatever grievances 
the states, or any of them, labored under, could be remedied 
hereafter by conventions, until, finally, all matters would be 
made right. With these views, he once more entreated mem- 
bers to meet one another on the subject like honest, sensible 
fellows, and not have even in thought the bursting asunder of 
the bands of this glorious union, which had been attained by 
the blood and exertions of their fathers. 


Mr. Carson rose, and in reply to the observations of Mr. T. 
expressed his satisfaction that the circumstances detailed by 
him had placed the conduct of the legislature of Louisiana al- 
together in a new light. He had pleasure in acknowledging that 
the explanation was entirely satisfactory, so much so, as to re- 
move the impressions which had been made upon his mind as 
to their conduct. 

JUNE 18. 

Mr. Nuckolls moved to amend the first clause of the second 
section by striking out the words ‘‘4 cents perpound.”’ Mr. N. 
said that the section proposed te be amended contained a com- 
plex and two-fold duty by levying first a duty of 4 cents per 
pound, and then thirty-five per cent ad valorem. Mr. N. 
thought that in a government constituted like ours, all duties 
should be ad valorem. Whatever duty might be imposed 
should be single and uniform, so that every man might know 
the operation and bearing of the law, for in a free country one 
of the vital principles of liberty was, for the people to know 
how and to what extent they are taxed. The clause under 
consideration contained both an ad valorem and specific duty, 
the latter of which, varying in amount with the variations 
in the price of the article, was ealeulated to delude and mis- 
lead. Besides, in those qualities of wool costing a few cents 
more than eight, the specific duty of four cents per pound, 
amounted to nearly fifty per cent. on its cost, so that both 
duties combined would amount to nearly 90 per cent. on 
the prime cost of the article. Mr. N.called on some gentle- 
man advocating this compound duty, to give a reason why the 
4 cents per pound should not be stricken out, so as to make it 
purely ad valorem. 


Me. Adams, in reply, stated the manner in which the entire 
section had been agreed upon item by item in committee. It 
had been resolved as a general rule, that the principle of pro- 
tection was not to impaired, and in endeavoring to apportion 
the reductions proposed by the committee in a manner as just 
as possible, it had been concluded, with respect to wool, to re- 
duce the ad valorem duty only, leaving the specific duty only 
unaltered. ' 

Mr. Bouldin remonstrated with great warmth against this ar- 
rangement, and warned the wool growers that they would be 
disappointed in the effects they expected trom this protection. 
The planters had neither part nor lot in this matter, but only 
to sit there and be tortured by amendments on every side, the 
profits of which were to come mainly out of their pockets. 

Mr. Reed, of Mass. though representing no agricultural inte- 
rest, could not subscribe to the sentiment that he had neither 
part nor lot in this matter. Many of his constituents were en- 
gaged in the whale fishery, and they consumed more cloth in 
proportion to their numbers, than almost any other citizens. 
He was desirous of seeing both the wool grower and manufae- 
turer duly encouraged and protected. Great Britain totally ex- 
cluded their oil, because she Knew that they could furnish it on 
better terms than herself. 


Mr. MeKennan said the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bou!- 
din), had used this argumeut in favor of striking out the 4 cents 
specific duty on wool, exceeding in value 8 cents, that in the same 
proportion as the duty was raised on the raw material would 
the duty on the manufactured article be increased. He has, 
therefore, called upon his southern brethren, with a view of re- 
lieving themselves from this burthensome and tyrannical sys- 
tem, (as he is pleased to term it), to aid him in reducing to the 
very lowest point the value of agricultural products. He said 
he perfectly understood his object; it was to make the wool 
grower, the industrious farmer, the scape-goat, in this attempt 
tO prostrate and destroy the home industry of the country, and 

€ regretted to find that the project of reduction which had been 
presented to the nation by the secretary of the treasury was 

ottomed upon the same principle. The official organ of the 
administration had, in fact, distinctly avowed that the principal 
sacrifice ‘was to be made by the farming interest. That seems 
to be considered a trifling, unimportant interest, which ought 
to be yielded up as a victim to appease the south, and to put 
4 stop to their complaints, and there could not be a doubt 
that, if the scheme of the treasury should receive the sanction 





———— 


of congress, no more effectual plan of injuring, essentially 
injuring that most important branch of industry, could be de- 
vised. He hesitated not in saying, and he had the best au- 
thority for making the assertion, that it would cut the throats 
of all the sheep in the country, and it was demonstrable that 
as the interests of the wool grower are affected by the po- 
licy of the government, in the same proportion will the whole 
agricultural labor of the country be affected. Convert the land 
which is now covered, and which will hereafter be covered with 
sheep, if the system in all its parts continues to receive the fos- 
tering care of the government, to the raising of grain, and the 
blasting effect it would have upon this branch of agricultural in- 
dustry is palpable and plain. He said touch this great and im- 
portant interest, and, my word for it, before one year the com- 
plaints of millions of the substantial yeomanry of the country 
will be heard in a voice that will make those who have coutri- 
buted to their destruction, tremble. But he said the gentleman 
from Virginia had very kindly tendered his advice to the wool 
growers, and urged them, as a matter of intcrest to themselves, 
to permit the duties on the raw material to be reduced, and by 
way of bringing them to his terms had threatened that if this op- 
pressive system was continued the mountains of Virginia were 
capable of being converted into good pastures, and that they 
would be whitened with sheep, the great increase of which must 
necessarily produce a diminution of the wool grower’s profits. 
He said, whilst the gentleman would pardon the agricultural 
part of the community for declining to aecept of his good ad- 
vice, inasmuch as it would be subverting the very order of hu- 
inan action to look to an enemy for counsel, he need not think 
to alarm them by the threats he had uttered. They know well 
that the mountains of Virginia could be converted to a good 
purpose of industry, and it would rejoice the hearts of the 
friends of the system to see their hills and their valleys cover- 
ed with sheep, and their cauntry filled with workshops and 
factories. Then might they hope that their prejudices and their 
modern theories would yield to facts and observation, and 
knowing and feeling the benefits and blessings of the Ame- 
rican System, they would become its able and zealous advo- 
eates and admirers. They would not despair that even the 
gentleman himself would then give the aid of his talents and in- 
dustry in support of a system to which he is now so devoted an 
enemy. 

But, sir, he asked, upon what grounds can this house be call- 
ed upon to make tle proposed reduction? [s there any evidence 
before the committee which would justify it? Is there any in 
possession of any of the members, which will satisfy us that 
the present duty is too high for an ample protection: for half 
protection, an inadequate protection, is no protection at all.— 
‘The rate of duties, as they now exist, was imposed in 1828, 
after a most thorough and laborious examination—witnesses, 
manufacturers, woo! growers and merchants, were. examined 
on oath before the committee. ‘The result of their labors was 
presented to the house, and received the sanction of congress. 
The system which was then established, was a matter of ex- 
periment; it has thus far been successful. Every branch of in- 
dustry has prospered. It has not yet had sufficient time to be- 
come fixed and permanent, and members ought to be cautious 
how they now undertake to touch it, for fear of prostrating the 
fair fabric which has been raised under its provisions, 

Where, he repeated, is the evidence that the present duty on 
wool is too high for protection? We are asked to reduce it; 
but are furnished with no facts, no proof to justify its redue- 
tion. We are asked to take a leap in the dark. We have no 
means of acting underetandingly on the subject. If there was 
any evidence which satisfied the mind of the secretary of the 
treasury that a duty which now, (according to the calculation 
of the gentleman from Virginia), amounts to 8 per cent. could 
with safety to the interest proposed to be protected, be reduced 
to 20 per cent. and this too in the face of the fact, that, under 
the present duty, six millions of pounds of wool were imported 
during the last year, he could only say it bad not yet been spread 
before the house or the people, for their examination. 

Believing that the protection proposed by the gentleman from 
South Carolina would be totally inadequate, and that, if he 
should be successful, prostration to the wool growing interst 
must be the inevitable consequence, he expressed a confident 
hope that it would be rejected. 


Mr. Dallas of Pennsylvania, in his speech in the senate on 
the tariff, said of the protecting policy—‘‘honorable senators 
have described this policy as emanating from, and exclusively 
useful to, rich capitalists, monopolists and manufacturers.?°— 
If it be so, let us abandon it. But before acquiescing in the de- 
scription, it is our duty to reflect and examine. As a policy 
adapted to the welfare of any nation, it emanates from remote 
antiquity, and has been more or less cherished and practised by 
every people. Modern philorophy may sometimes be disad- 
vantageously contrasted with ancient wisdom; as beautiful ab- 
stractions are often disproved by a succession of experiments. 
Egypt in her grandeur, Greece in her brilliancy, Rome in her 
omnipotence, deduced their magnificence and vigor, at least in 
part, from this “‘accursed policy.”? It was known to them all, 
it was enforced by them; and it aggrandized them all. These 
are great names! and the annals of history tender for enumera- 
tion many others familiar to the learning of those whom I ad- 
dress. It is true, as the senator from South Carolina has said, 
that the political economy of free trade, however captivating in 
theory, is indeed ‘‘a discovery of modern times.”” thas no ex- 
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istence butin books. It never has been tested; and it never can 
be tested; without the ytopijan resort to a congress of nations; 
a resortrecommended by some pamphleteers whose treatises laid 
be or our tables within a few weeks past, seem io come in aid 
of this “discovery of modern times;’’ a resort which like another 
congress, that of Panama, wil) prove “‘introuvable,”’ anxiously 
and pompously sought, but never found. 

‘TWENTY SECOND CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. 

SENATE. 

June 22. The resolution from the house, transferring the du- 
Aies imposed by the pension bill from the secretary of the treasu- 
ry to the secretary of war, was read a first and second time. 

Some discussion took place on the necessity for this transfer; 
and it was stated that the measure was proposed at the sugges- 
tion of the head of the pension bureau in the war department, 
and that the object was to give cn opportunity for the formation 
of a new bureau, in that department. 

The amendment reported by the committee on pensions, giv- 
ing a discretion to the president to make the transfer, if he 
should think it necessary, was negatived. 

On the requisition of Mr. Foot, the yeas and nays were or- 
dered on the third reading of the resolution. 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Chambers, Dallas, Ellis, Ewing, For- 

th, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane, King, 

arcy, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Sey- 
mour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 
Waggaman, White, ilkins.—28. 

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Clay, Clayton, Foot, 

Hayne, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Webster—13. 
e resolution was then read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Wilkins, the senate then proceeded to con- 
sider the act making appropriations for certain internal im- 
provements for 1832. 

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. Forsyth, to 
strike out the clause appropriating 30,000 dollars, for the im- 
provement of the navigation of Cumberland river. 

‘Mr. Clay said that he had proposed to make some remarks on 
this question; but he had not sufficiently recovered his articula- 
tion to say more than that he hoped the amendment would be 
negatived. He said that, as the Cumberland river runs through 
the states of Tennessee and Kentucky, as Kentueky had re- 
ceived no favors of this kind from the general government, the 
Maysville road appropriation having been vetoed, and as the 
port of Nashville was of the utmost importance, and was situat- 
ed on this river, which was one of the finest streams of the 
west, he hoped the senate would reject the amendment. The 
mature of the obstruction is so well known, that a previous 
survey could not be necessary. 
' Mr. Webster stated that the gentleman from Georgia had put 
Ahis on the ground of a test question, and that, if this motion 
prevailed, he would move afterwards to strike out other provi- 
ce of the bili. [ic wished to know what the other provisions 
w 

Mr. Hayne suggested other points on which he desired infor- 
mation. What was the amount of the appropriations contained 
4a this bill? Would these appropriations be sufficient to finish 
the works for which they are required? What was the amount 
required for new works? He expressed his satisfaction that the 
question was now fairly and solemnly made. He was of opinion 

& if the Cumberland river, a new work not surveyed, was to 
be cleared by a national appropriation, every outlet and river o: 
the union could be cleared at the expense of she United States. 
After thet was done, the government would be called an to 
make roads from one water course to another. 

Mr. Forsyth — that there were three new works embrac- 
ed in this bill. There was, Ist: an appropriation for the Arkan- 
sas river of 15,000 dollars. There was, 2dly, the appropriation 
of 30,000 dollars for the Cumberland river; and the 3d was an 
appropriation of 20,000 dollars for repairing a road in the territo- 
ry of Arkansas. He had thought there were four objects, but 
he discovered that the fourth, the Savannah river, was not a 
new work. The appropriations, as the bill stands, amount to 
1,100,000 dollars. Some of the objects would require additional 
appropriations, and some additional ones to a considerable 
amount. He repeated, that it was his object to get a decision, 
that no new works should be embraced in this bill, as there was 
another bill into which they might be interwoven. 

Mr. Webster said, the proposition was to strike out the appro- 

tion for clearing out the obstructions to the navigation of the 
Sumberland river. 
the maiter. But he was not prepared to admit the principle, 
that no measure in which there had not been 2 previous appro- 
tion, ought to be embraced in the bill; or that a work should 
excluded merely because there had been nosurvey. He had 
no objection to the appropriation, therefore, on that score. Hjs 
vote would he governed by the information he chould receive 
from those who were best acquainted with the matter, as to the 
Amportance of the work itself.. The gentleman from Tennessee 
eould give this information. This object is connected with two 
estates; and, if the gentlemen from these states differ as to the 
expediency of the appropriation, it might be a reason for further 
reflection. He wished to hear from Tennessee on the subject. 
' Mr, Grundy regarded the Cumberland river as next in impor- 
tance tothe Mississippi and the Ohio rivers. The Kentucky 


river he considered as of trifling importance in comparison with 
the Cumberland. The Tennessee river was of minor impor- 


As a local object he had no knowledge of 


——— 
tance. So far as the national importance of the river could o- 
vern his vote, he was disposed to yield. He then stateg that he 
obstructions to the Cumberland river were the Dover shoals ar. 
the Muscle shoals. The latter, situated forty miles bejow Nash. 
ville, were the most formidable. He then took a view of the 
importance of Nashville as a port and a cemmercial depot; 

stated that, if any case ought to be taken where no survey hag 
taken place, it ought to be this; and he was prepared to give hj, 
Ney . favor of the appropriation, whenever the question shoyiq 

e taken. 

Mr. White did not exactly concur with his colleague in pj; 
estimate of the importance of the Cumberland river. He him. 
self considered several streams in the west as equal or superio; 
in importance. 

Mr. Grundy explained, and was followed by 

Mr. Tyler, who wished to ‘know where the line was to by, 
drawn between a national and a local work? If the Criterion 
was to be that a river or a road ran through two states or one 
state, whether it was to be a river of 100 miles or of 50 miley 
and whether there was to be a distinction between great nation. 
al and little national works? 

Mr. Webster expressed his sentiments in —— to the 
practice of measuring national objects by furlongs, roods anq 
perches, and of carrying a measuring stick by the side of the 
streams for which appropriations were asked. He stated tha 
he was once asked why he had voted for a liberal appropriation 
for the harbor of Mobile. He replied by epee to a statemen: 
of the Joss of a Boston vessel, of the value of 30,000 dollars, oy, 
the Mobile bar; and thus finding that the interest felt in this im. 
provement was national, and not local. He insisted that the 
citizens of Massachusetts were as much interested in every sn 
which was taken out of the Mississippi, and every old tree re. 
moved from the Ohio. The state of Delaware was not so much 
interested in the Breakwater at the mouth of her bay, as was 
the state of Massachusetts; and it being a work of this nationa) 
character, it was not to be expected that Delaware, or New 
Jersey, or Pennsylvania, would expend the amount of its cop. 
struction. He stated that the proposition of a new and grinding 
tax, of a system of grievous oppression—the march of an army, 
the sweep of a pestilence, the approach of death, could not be 
spoken of with more horror than was a proposition to opens 
road, or make a canal, in this house. As this was a werk for 
the common benefit, it ought to be paid for at the common 
charge. Having gone so far in support of the system of interna) 
improvement, he was not now disposed to retrace his steps. 

After a few words from Mr. Molmes, Mr. Johnston, Mr. Bibs, 
and Mr. Forsyth, 

Mr. Miller moved to lay the bill on the table; and on this mo 
tion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
Hill, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, 
White—15. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dai- 
las, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Marcy, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipten, 
Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins—29. 

Some further discussion then took place, in which Mr. We 
ster, Mr. Tazewell, Mr. Smith, and Mr. Hayne, took part. 

The question was then taken on the motion of Mr. Forsyth, 
to strike out the appropriation, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell. Brown, Dickerson, Dudley, Eliis, Foot, 
Forsyth, Hayne, Hill, King, Knight, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, 
Moore, Smith, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, White—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, 
Dallas, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, Holmes, 
Johnston, Kane, Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ro- 
binson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlin- 
son, Webster, Wilkins-—26. 

So the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. White then moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. Clayton requested the gentleman to withdraw his motion, 
to afford him an opportunity for a few remarks. 

Mr. White withdrew his motion. 

My. Clayton then drew the attention of the senate to the eitua- 
tion of many of the public. works, which were delayed by the 
very extraordinary hesitation of congress in pasting this bill, and 
particularly to the strong necessity of immediate action on the 
subject of an apprepriatian to continue that most imp -rtant na 
tional work the Delaware breakwater. This and all similar 
appropriations had usually heretofore been passed at a much 
earlier period of the session, and the delay of them until mid- 
summer had now created the most serious embarrassments, both 
to the people who had been engaged in furnishing etone for the 
breakwater, and others, and also to the government itself. In- 
crease of the expense, and great embarrassment in drawing the 
industry which it had employed since its commencement, from 
new engagements back to the former employment, would be 
the consequence of this delay. He referred to most pressing 5° 
licitations which he had received during the session from V4 
riaus quarters, urging the necessity of this appropriation, and 
eqneluded with some remarks on the great national importance 
and ptility of the breakwater, and by urging the passage of the 
Lill without further procrastination. He hoped the gentleman 
from Tennessee would see the propriety of not renewipg 4 
motion to lay it on the table. , 





“Mr. White withdrew his motion. 





aw eae 


wv 





re 


ae 


NILES’ REGISTER—JUNE 80, 1832— CONGRESS. 


829 





OO 





Mr. Clay then moved to amend the bill by inserting 

“For obstructions and further improving the navi- 
gation of James river, below the city of Richmond, in the state 
of Virginia, 120,000 dollars. 

In offering the amendment, Mr. Clay adverted to the memo- 
rial presented on this subject a few days since, signed by the 
most respectable, the elite of the city of Richmond. A survey 
had been made by Mr. Crozet. 

At the suggestion of Mr. Forsyth, that the memorial was still 
before the committee on commerce, for examination, and that 
the appropriation could be made in another bill about to be re- 
— ‘Clay withdrew his amendment. 

Some further motions to amend were made by Mr. Wilkins, 


n ived. 
sO Tipton moved to amend by introducing an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Wabash, but withdrew it, on an ex- 
that the provision could be inserted in the other bill. 

The bili was then reported to the senate as amended, and the 
amendments being concurred in, the yeas and nays were order- 
ed on the engrossinent of the amendments, and the third reading 
of the bill. 4 

The question was then taken and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messis. Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dudley, 
Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, 
Kane, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Seymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipton, Tomlinson, Web- 
ster, Wilkins—26. oe 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, 
King, Mangum, Marcy, Miller, ‘Tazewell, ‘l'yler, White—13. 

The following bills were then read a third time and passed. 

The bill further to extend the pensions granted to widows of 
persons killed, or who died in the naval service; 

A bill granting a patent to Horatio Gates Spattord; 

An act in addition to an act granting lands to the state of Ala- 
bama for the improvement of the Tennessee, Coosa, Cahawba, 
and Biack Warrior rivers; 

An aet making provision for the sale of public grounds in S{. 
Augustine, Pensacola and Detroit; 

An act to provide for carrying into effect a treaty of limits be- 
tween the United Mexican States and the United States. 

Mr. Buckner gave notice, that he should ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill for the continuation of the Cumberland road. 

The senate then adjourned. 

June 23. On motion of Mr. Foot, the senate then proceeded 
to consider a resolution on the table, ordering that the several 
bills from the house of representatives, on the subject of invalid 
pensions, be laid on the table, and indefinitely postponed, and 
that the papers concerning them be returned to the house of re- 
presentatives; and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. Tomlinson presented the resolutions adopted ata meeting 
of the farmers, mechanics, and other citizens of Sharon, in Con- 
necticut, against any modification of the tariff, by which ade- 
quate protection to any branch of American industry should be 
weeaeewe: which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 

inted. 

“oe motion of Mr. Bibb, the senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution to authorise the secretary of state to apply the balance 
which may remain after the completion of the work in the pa- 
tent office, to the arrangement of the papers in the state depart- 
ment. 

Mr. Bibb briefly explained, that he had information from the 
secretary of state, that a surplus would remain, after the busi- 
ness of the patent office was finished. He stated that there was 
= difficulty now in finding papers. They were tied up in 

ndles and put away on shelves. His object was to have them 
assorted, numbered and indexed for the facility of access. 

Mr. Mangum regarded the difficulty as arising altogether from 
the absence of order and industry in the department. 

Mr. Foot said that the blessed effects of the removals of clerks. 
were made evident by this resolution. He stated that previous 
to the commencement of the present administration, he had 
never found any difficulty or detention in the obtainment of pa- 
pers; but after the removal of eight clerks in that single depart- 
ment it was not to be wondered at. It was owing to the want 
of order that the papers were not filed and arranged. 


— a few words from Mr. Johnston in favor of the resolu- 
on, 


Mr. White moved to lay the resolution on the table, in order 
that the senate might procced to the consideration of executive 
business; while the resolution was pending, 

The act making appropriations for certain internal improve- 
ments for the year 1832; was read a third time. 

he question being on its passage, on motion of Mr. Hil, the 
ayes and noes were ordered. 
question was then put, and decided as follows: 
AS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
Habwickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Poot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, 
Robines’ nee $2 Kane, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Ww n, Ruggles, Seymour, Siisbec, Smith, Tipton, Tomlinson, 
ebster, Wilkins—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Ellis, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, King, 

i re Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Tazewell, Tyler, 

So the bill was passed. 
oan Tipton asked of the committee on commerce when the 


, r bill making appropriations for internal improvements would 
© reported. 








———=—_. 

Mr. Silsbee, in the absence of the chairman of the committee 
stated his expcetation that the bill would Le reported on Mon- 

ay. 

On motion of Mr. White, the senate then proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. 

June 25. A message for the president of the United States 
concerning the abolition of discriminating duties on Spanish ves- 
sels, was received, read and referred to the committee on fi- 
nance. 

Mr. Dallas presented a remonstrance of the citizens of Schuyl- 
kill county, Pennsylvania. Also, 

The proceedings of a public meeting of the citizens of Dela- 
ware county, Peun, remonstrating against any reduction of the 
tariff duties; and also 

The memorial of the citizens of Cumberland county, Penn., 
against any reduction of the tarit! duties. 

After other business, which will sufficiently appear hereafter, 

On motion of Mr. Robbins, the joint resolution authorising the 
president to contract for a full length pedestrian statue in marble 
of general Washington, to be placed m the rotundo of the capi- 
tal, was taken up for consideration. 

‘The resolution appropriates 5,000 dollars to exable the presi- 
dent to make a contraet, not under the impression that this sum 
would be, in any degree, adequate to the completion of the 
work. 

Some: remarks were made on this resolution, by Mr. Robbins, 
Mr. Poindexter, Mr. Forsyth, Mr. Miller and Mr. Holmes. The 
resolution was then reported without amendment. 


Mr. Clay stated, that Washington was the only one of our i} 
lustrious countrymen to whom he would be willing to pay ho- 
nors. Ithad been said that moral honors, historic honors, the 
honors which poets confer, are sufficient. He hoped these ho- 
nors would all be paid to the memory of Washington; they were 
merited, but he hoped that, in addition, tangible imagery would 
lend its aid to convey to posterity the features of Washington. 
He referred to the unsuccessful effort made to obtain the re- 
mains of Washington at the commencement of the session, and 
to the probability, that, by the death of the recent proprietor of 
Mount Vernon, the remains of Washington would, with the es- 
tate, pass into the hands of some one who would feel less vene- 
ration for the relics of the father of his country, and he consider- 
ed this as an additional reason for the adoption of some method 
of perpetuating a correct image of Washington. 

Mr. Hayne called for the yeas and nays, which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the passage of the resolution, 
and decided in the affirmative. 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dal- 
las, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Holmes, John- 
ston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silskee, Sprague, 
Tipton, Tomlinson, Webster, Wilkins—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Dickerson, Hayne, Hill, King, 
Miller, ‘Tazewell, Troup, White—10. 

The resolution was then passed. 

June 26. Several bills were ordered to a third reading; and, 
after transacting some minor business, the scnate proceeded to 
the consideration of executive business, and continued with 
closed doors until the adjournment. 

June 27. The resolution-of Mr. Holmes, to proceed to the 
election of a sergeant-at-arms, was for the present laid on the ta- 
ble. 

Mr. Poindexter moved to take up the bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Randolph, daughter of Thomas Jefierson—but the motion was 
negatived—yeas 15, nays 23. 

The bill to appoint a recorder of the general land office, (to 
sign land patents, instead of the president of the United States), 
was amended and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. Clay laid on the table a resolution, in effect, that a joint 
committee of the two houses of congress wait on the president 
of the United States, and request of him to appoint a day to be 
observed as a day of general humiliation and prayer to Almighty 
God, that He may, in His merey, avert from our country the 
Asiatic scourge which is now traversing and devastating other 
countries; and that, should it be among the dispensations of 
His Providence to inflict this scourge upon our land, that it 
may please Him, in His merey, so to meliorate the infliction, 
as to render its effects less disastrous among us, than they have 
proved among the nations which it lias heretofore visited. 

Mr. Holmes offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘hat the assistant door-keeper of the senate be per- 
mitted to attend as a witness before a committee of the house 
of representatives, agreeably to his summons. 

Mr. Holmes thought that the door-keeper could not attend 
without permission of the senate. Mr. Grundy asked if the his- 
tory of congress had been examined,—ifthe door-keeper was on 
the same footing as asenator? Mr. Holmes stated that the reso- 
lution conformed to the practice of the British parliament—and 
that the services of the door-keeper belonged to the senate. 
Mr. Clay did not think that the privilege of senators extended to 
their officers. Many rules of the British parliament Were inap- 
plicable to the congress of the U. 8. &e. The resolution was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. Holmes stated that he would suffer the resolution about 
the appointment of a sergeant-at-arms, to rest for the present, 
to see whether the friends of that officer, (Mountjoy Bailey), 


would induce him to make his appearance, and perform the du- 
ties of his office, 
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Mr. Dallas presented petitions from Pennsylvania against any 
reduction of the tariff duties. 

A large number of bills were read and referred. 

The bill making provision for disposing of the proceeds of the 
public lands, was taken up and debated until the adjournment. 

Among other proceedings— 

Mr. y moved to strike out 10, and insert 15 per cent. to 
make the benefits to the new states at the latter rate. Mr. 
Holmes gave his reasons why he should vote against this 
amendment. Mr. Kane supported the proposition, though 
without hope of getting through the bill at the present session. 
Mr. Clay replied, and earnestly expressed a hope that the bill 
might be passed, and noticed the reference of this subject to the 
committee on manufactures. He believed that a majority of 
the people of the new states were favorable to the bill, and he 
would sit day and night toget through it. Mr. Kane explained. 
Mr. ronan was opposed to the whole principle. Mr. Poindez- 
ter would vote for the amendment. Mr. Moore was against the 
whole bill—and moved its indefinite postponement. Mr. Clay 
called for the ayes and noes; but Mr. Ewing wishing to address 
the senate, an adjournment took place—ayes 20, noes 14. 


June 28. Mr. Frelinghuysen presented petitions from New 
Jersey against any abandonment of the protecting system. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Clay, for the appointment of a 
day for public humiliation, prayer and fasting, coming up—Mr. 
Tazewell thought congress had no power to recommend any 
thing concerning religious concerns. [We shall insert the 
sketches of their speeciies }— 

The question was then taken, and decided as follows— 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dick- 
erson, Dudley, Ewing Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Holmes, Johnston, Kane, Knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, 'Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—30. — 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Hayne, Hill, King, 
Mangum, Miller, Smith, ‘Tazewell, ‘Troup, Tyler, White—13. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. Chambers reported a bill relative to a new bridge over the 
Potomac above Georgetown, which was read and ordered to a 
second reading. 

The senate refused, 17 to 13, to take up the resolution con- 
cerning Peale’s portrait of WasHineron. 

Many bills of a private or local nature were passed. 

The senate then proceeded to the special order, being the bill 
- peprepetete, for a limited time, the proceeds of the public 

ands. 

The question being on the motion for indefinite postpone- 
ment— 

Mr. Ewing then spoke for about an hour and a half in reply to 
Mr. King, and in support of the report of the committee on ma- 
nufactures, and the bill of that committee. 

Mr. Benton then spoke on the other side for about an hour, 
when he gave way to a motion to adjourn. 

On motion of Mr. Hayne, the senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday, June 21. Further proceedings on the tariff bill. 

Mr. Jenifer proposed to amend the bill by striking out the da- 
ty of halfa cent on coffee. Negatived. 

Mr. Jenifer then moved further to amend the bill, by striking 
out the following words: 

‘On teas of all kinds, imported from China, and other places 
east of the Cape of Good Hope, and in vessels of the U. States, 
one cent per pound.”’ Negatived. 

Mr. Bouldin now moved to alter the duties on coffee and tea, 
so as to make them both 5 percent. ad valorem. Negatived. 

Mr. Adams inoved to strike out the following worcs: 

“On slates of all kind 25 per cent. ad valorem,” so as to leave 
aAhe duty as it now stands. He read a letter in support of the 

motion. Butit was negatived. 

Mr. 4dams now moved to amend that part of the bill relating 
to window glass, by adding ‘‘on glass above 10 by 15, 5 dollars 
per bundred square feet.”’ 

The motion was negatived—ayes 75, noes 84. 

Mr. Adams moved to amend the bill in the following clause: 

On all wares of cut glass not specified, 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem,” by inserting the words “3 cents per pound and’’ so as to 
add a specific to the ad valorem duty. Also ‘on all other arti- 
cles of glass, not specified 20 per cent.’’ by inserting after the 
words specified “two cents per pound, and.”? ‘This braneh of 
manufactures, he said, would be utterly destroyed, should the 
amendment be rejected, He called for the reading of several 
Jetters in support of the amendment. 

Mr. Reed, of Massachusetts, supported the amendment, and 
went into a full history of the improvement of the glass manu- 
factory in his own state. And a debate ensued of the most inter 
esting kind, a full report of which we shall present hereafter, 
in which-Messrs. Reed, Watmough, Connor, Denny, Bates of 
Mass., Gambreleng, Bouldin, Adams, Burges, Mercer, Doddridge, 
and Burd, took part, when the question being at length taken, 
the amendment was carried—ayes 82, noes 62. 

On motion of Mr. Adums, a clause was added, imposing a 
duty on black glass bottles, not exceeding a quart, of two dol- 

lars per gross, on black bottles over that size $2 50 per gross. 
And on demijohns, 25 cts. each. (‘This is a restoration of the 
,duty as itnow stands.) 
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- Stewart moved to strike out the following clause of the 
bill. 

‘On the following articles twelve and a half per cent. ad va. 
lorem, viz: whalebone, the product of foreign fishing, raw silk 
and dressed furs: and on the following articles twenty-five per 
cent. advalorem, viz: cabinet wares, boards, planks, walking 
canes and sticks, frames or sticks for umbrellas and parasols 
and all manufactures of wood not otherwise specified; copper 
vessels and all manufactures of copper not otherwise specitied; 
all manufacture of hemp or flax not otherwise specified; hats 
and caps of fur, leather or wool; whips, bridles, saddles, and 
all manufactures of leather, not otherwise specified; many- 
factures of marble, faus, artificial flowers, ornamental feathers, 
ornaments for head dresses, caps for women, and millinery 9; 
all kinds, comfits and sweetmeats of all kinds, preserved in sugar 
or brandy; carriages and parts of carriages, umbrellas and para- 
sols of whatever materials made; parchment and vellum, blank 
books, wafers and black lead pencils, and brushes of all kinds.» 

Mr. 8. said that this clause went to injure a most extensive 
class of our industrious mechanics, whose labor it was all jn) 
portant to the country to encourage and reward. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. Stewart moved to amend the clause as to comfits, sweet. 
— &e. which he thought opened a door to fraud. Nega. 
tived. 

Mr. Ingersoll moved to amend the clause by changing the duty 
on the following articles, from 25 to 30 per cent. ad valorem, 
viz: cabinet wares, copper vessels, and all manufactures of cop- 
per, not otherwise specified; whips, bridles, saddles, and ay 
manufactures of leather, not otherwise specified; hats and Caps, 
of fur, leather, or wool; carriages, and parts of carriages, blank 
books, wafers, and black lead pencils. 

{It is possible we may have omitted some of the articles jn 
this amendment, for which the confusion of the house must be 
our apology. ] 


Mr. Watmough supported the amendment, as going to aid in. 
terests which were vital to his constituents. 

Ms. Dearborn was also in its favor; it included the article of 
piano fortes, of which 1,500 had been made by a single factory 
in his district, within the last year, which were sold for 
$60,000. 

Mr. Sutherland also advocated the amendment, though he 
said he despaired of getting any bill which the house would ac- 
cept. 

Mr. Adams now adverted to a declaration which Mr. McDuf. 
fie had made, that should this process of amending the bill be 
prolonged much farther, he should vote for adjourning on Mon- 
day week, let what would become of both the bank and the ta 
riff! ‘This Mr. A. considered a threat, but said he must never 
theless proceed, and faithfully and fully discharge the duties as- 
signed him. He insisted upon the propriety of paying a respect 
ful regard to the representations of all the parties whose inte- 
rests were likely to be injuriously affected by the bill. Many 
such had been addressed to him, which he should continue to 
present to the house, so long as he could obtain a patieut hear- 
ing. He had rather leave the bank and the tariff bill to their 
fate, than suffer the manufactures of the country to be destroyed 
through any want of fidelity on his part. 

Mr. Ingersoll’s amendment was then agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Sutherland, the articles of marble, porce 
lain, China, earthen and stone ware, were also inserted, under 
the 30 per cent. duty. 

Mr. Stewart moved to amend the bill in the following clause: 
‘fon all Leghorn hats or bonnets, and all hats or bonnets oi 
straw, Chip, or grass, and all flats, braids, or plaits, for making 
hats or bonnets, 30 per cent.’? by striking out the words 30 per 
eent., so as to leave these articles under the present rate of 
duty. 

‘The motion was modified, at the suggestion of Mr. Adams, so 
as to strike out the whole of the clause last above cited, and he 
adverted to the number of young temales by whom this branch 
of manutacture was chiefly carried on. 


Mr. Foster, here interposed, and adverting to the thinness ol 
the house, which contained scarcely over a quorum, proposed 
that the committee should rise and the house take a recess until 
4 o’clock, and then assemble, to get through the bill this night. 

On this motion, the ayes were 58, noes 43. 

‘There being no quorum, the committee rose, and reported the 
fact; when 

Various motions were made for a recess, for an adjournment, 
and fora call of the house, none of which succeeding, the house 
went again into committee; 

And the question being put on Mr. dams’ amendment, tle 
ayes were 51, the noes 54. 

Mr. 4dums observed there was no quorum. 

The chasr decided that a quorum had voted. 

Mr. .ddaums insisted that a quorum, by the constitution, wa’ 
required to be a majority of the whole number of the house, 
which was 107, and but 105 had voted. 

The chair replied that 105 constituted a majority of the mew 
bers attending at the seat of government. 

Mr. Adams took an appeal; when 

The decision of the chair was reversed—ayes 53, noes 54. 


The question was then again put on Mr. dams’ amendment, 


and it was negatived—ayes 61, noes 62. 
Mr. ores moved to strike out the words “copper ve® 
sels,’? which was negatived. 





the W 
ras.’ 
Mr. 
“hair 
Mr. 
en ! 
ry 
At 1 
The 
Mr. 
On 
sertec 
ver W 
§2. 
On 
Mr. 
lasse 
. Mr. 
twice 
portec 
Mr. 
and n 
insert 
The 
was n 
Mr. 
On 
being 
Aq 
mittes 
it wa 
Mr. 
and r 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr 
duati 
sale @ 
Mr 
the si 
Th 
was 
Mr 
Af 
Mr 
Mr 
third 
of th 
Af 
Mr 
of the 
the d 
Mr 
prant 
here 
tived 
Mr 
lowir 
tived 
Mr 
a dra 
draw 
five 
draw 
Mr 
word 
ed,” 
word 
Mr 
whic 
Sage 
for m 





NILES’ REGISTER—JUNE 80, 1832—-CONGRESS. 


831 








Mr. Davis, of Mass. moved to strike out from among the arti- 
les subjected to an ad valorem duty of 15 per cent. the article of 
palma leaf or palmetto hats.” Negatived. 

Mr. Stewart moved to strike out the whole of the 25th clause, 
which is in the following words: 

<All articles not herein specified, either as free, or as liable to 
a different duty, and which, by the existing laws, pay an ad va- 
jorem duty higher than 15 per cent., to pay an ad valorem duty 
of 15 per cent. from and after the said 3d day of March, 1833.” 

He objected to such a sweeping provision, going to affect a 
yast variety of articles, which no man could specify. 

Mr. Davis inquired whether this clause would not affect the 
articles of distilled spirits and leads? eed 

Mr. Cambreleng and Mr. Adams replied in the negative. 

On both those articles the duty was specific, and would not 
be reached by this clause, which imposed an ad valorem duty 
onher some further conversation, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. Barbour moved to strike out the whole of the third sec- 
tion of the bill, (which contains a very long list of articles to be 
admitted free of duty), his motion was pro forma merely, having 
reference to future motions to be made in the house. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. Semmes moved to insert among the free articles, ‘‘coffee.”? 
Negatived. 

Mr. H. Everett moved to amend the section by inserting after 
the words “‘all other dying drugs,?’ the words ‘“‘except coppe- 
ras.’ Negatived. 

Mr. Davis moved to strike out from among the free articles, 
“hair cloth and seatings.’? Negatived. 

Mr. 4 n moved to increase the list by adding bristles, 
juice of lemons and oranges, palm oil, palin leaf, and mother of 
pearl; and on the suggestion of Mr. Watmough, voracic acid. 

At the request of Mr. Denny, he omitted the article of bristles. 

The amendment was then negatived. 

Mr. Dearborn moved to insert tallow. Negatived. 

On motion of Mr. 4dams the word “‘unmanufactured”’ was in- 
serted before ‘‘mafble;’’ and the article epauletts of gold and sil- 
ver was stricken out from the list of free articles—yeas 60, nays 
52. 

On his motion, “‘ivory black’? was also excepted. 

Mr. Adams then moved to strike out the following, viz: “‘spy 
glasses, telescopes, sextants, quadrants.”? 

Mr. Cambreleng opposed the motion; when the question being 


_ twice taken, and no quorum voting, the committce rose and re- 


was no 


ported the fact. 

Mr. Clay moved a call of the honse, and demanded the yeas 
and nays. He also desired that the hour of the day should be 
inserted on the journal. 

The speaker having counted the members, declared that there 

uorum present, 

Mr. Kerr moved an adjournment. 

On this motion, Mr. Kerr demanded the yeas and nays, which 
being taken, stood as follows:—Yeas 15, nays 130. 

A quorum being now present, the house again went into com- 
mittee, and the question being put on Mr. .ddams’s amendment, 


" it was negatived. 


q and refined borax.’’ 


Mr. Watmough moved to insert among the free articles “‘crude 
Negatived. 

Mr. Adams moved to insert “‘chloride of lime.’’ Agreed to. 

Mr. Ihrie moved to strike out mill stones—negatived. 

Mr. Mardis moved to add an additional section to the bill gra- 
duating the price of the public lands which had been offered for 
sale at auction, and remained unsold. 

Mr. Semmes observed that the amendment did not adhere to 
the subject, and could not be in order. 

The char, however, entertained the motion, whereupon it 
was negatived. ~ 

Mr. Howard moved to add to the list of free articles “bristles.” 

After some pleasantry, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. Jenifer moved to add “‘molasses.”? Negatived. 

Mr. Stewart now moved to adda proviso at the end of the 
third section exempting a long list of articles from the operation 
of the bill. 

After a short conversation, the motion was negatived. 

Mr. Ingersoll moved, pro forma, to strike out the 4th section 
of the bill (repealing the 10 per cent. to be added in estimating 
the duty after the 3d of March, 1833). Negatived. 

Mr. King, of Pa. moved a proviso, that where bounties were 
granted by foreign governments, on protected articles, the duty 
nn showed be increased by the amount of the bounty. Nega- 
tived. 

Mr. Polk moved to strike ont the LOth section of the bill (al- 
rh a drawback on registered and licensed vessels.) ‘Nega- 

ed. 

Mr. Dearborn moved to amend the 12th section, which grants 
adrawback on goods re-exported, by adding a proviso that no 
drawback should be allowed on cordage on a less amount than 
five tons. (This was to prevent a fraud in vessels claiming 
drawback on their standing rigging). Negatived. 

Mr. Dearborn moved to amend the bill by adding after the 
Words “all manufactures of hemp or flax, not otherwise specifi- 
ed,” (to be charged with a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem), the 
words “eordage excepted.”? Negatived. 

Mr. Adams moved to strike out the 18th section of the bill, 


Which is in the following words: ‘*“That, from and after the pas- 
Sage of this act, all ex 


mit ressed juice of sugar cane, and all syrup 
‘making sugar, shall pay the same duty as brown sugar; and 
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— 
all fossil and crude mineral salt shall pay the same duty as salt?” 
—and inserting a provision that syrup in casks should be rated 
by weight, and pay the same duty as sugar; and that loaf and 
lump sugar pulverised shall pay the same duty as if it were in 
loaf; and that all crude salt should pay the same duty as if pul- 
verised. He explained the amendment, as intended to guard 
against frauds; and it was agreed to. 

He then moved an additional section to the bill, the words of 
which we failed to obtain, but which goes, in substance, to de- 
clare that articles imported under the existing duties, and put 
into the custom house stores under bond, and there remaining 
under the control of the collector a definite time, should be 
charged with no higher duty than goods imported under the new 
law. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the blank filled with “the 
third of March, 1833.”? 

Mr. Adams now offered a further section, providing for meet- 
ing foreign bounties by a proportional increase of duty. (The 
same in substance as the amendment offered by Mr. King). Ne- 
gatived—yeas 66, nays 67. 

Mr. Bates, of Massachusetts, now moved an amendment, in 
the second section of the bill, relating to woollens, going to a 
lish all the duty on negro cloths and negro blankets, and leaving 
the rest of the woollen manufactures under the existing duty. 

The amendment was negatived—yeas 58, nays 69. 

Mr. Root now moved to declare the ton weight to be 2,000 
pounds only, and supported the amendment, as he had done on 
a former occasion; but it was negatived, as was another amend- 
ment moved by him fixing the value of the pound sterling at 
4 86 

Mr. Jenifer now moved an additional section at the end of the 
bill, providing that from and after the third of March, 1834, on 
every imported article, the duty on which should exceed 25 per 
cent. there should be an annual reduction of duty to the amount 
of 2 1-2 percent. until the duty should be reduced to 25 per cent. 
or until the entire revenue should not exceed twelve millions of 
dollars. 

The amendment was negatived—yeas 57, nays 75. 

Mr. Marshall moved to strike out 35 dollars per ton on unma- 
nufactured hemp, and insert 50 dollars. Negatived. 

Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, now offered to amend the bill, 
by striking out after the enacting words all but the two last sec- 
tions, and inserting in lieu thereof a list of articles which should 
be tree of duty. 

The chair at first pronounced this amendment not to be in or- 
der, but on Mr. Davis taking an appeal, consented to receive it. 

Mr. Davis then briefly explained, and advocated his amend- 
ment, which was warmly opposed by Mr. Barringer, as going to 
disappoint the expectations of the south. 

Mr. Davis made an earnest reply, accusing the southern gen- 
tlemen of having rejected and treated with contempt every pro- 
position of a conciliatory kind, and warning them, that if they 
expected that any portion of this country would surrender u 
any of its vital interests as a sacrifice to conciliate and pacify 
them, they would find themselves mistaken. 

The question being then put, the amendment was negatived— 
yeas 63, nays 87. 

Mr. Slade moved to insert the article of marble on Mr. Stew- 
art’samendment. The motion was negatived. 

Mr. Felder moved to add a duty of 15 per cent. ad valorem 
upon indigo. 

Mr. dams explained why it had not been inserted in the bill, 
and expressed his cheerful assent to add tiis or any other article 
of southern product which might be suggested. 

Mr. Felder disclaimed the wish for any thing but a revenue 
duty for the article. 

After some inquiries by Messrs. Condict and Denny, which 
elicited the fact, that 50,000 pounds of indigo had last year been 
manufactured in one small parish in South Carolina. 

Mr. Clayton now called up the amendment he had formerly 
offered, which proposes, that after the year 1835, none but ad 
valorem duties should be imposed, and that these should be re- 
duced 10 per cent. a year, until they come to 15 percent. It 
also proposed that after the day of congress may give 
its assent to any state, imposing duties within its own limits, for 
the protection of manufactures, the duties to be collected by U. 
States officers if any such should be in the state, if not, then by 
such persons as the president shall appoint. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The question was then put on Mr. Stewart’s amendment, 
which was negatived—yeas 43, nays 85. 

Mr. Hawkins now moved to amend the bill, by striking out all 
after the enacting clause, and inserting the bill reported by the 
secretary of the treasury. 

The amendment was negatived—yeas 50, nays 61. 

The committee then, on motion of Mr. Clcy, rose and report- 
ed tie bill to the house, and, 

On motion of Mr. Adams, it was ordered to be printed as 
amended. The house thereupon adjourned. 

Friday, June 22. The house took up the tariff bill, and the 
question being on concurring with the various amendments re- 
ported by the committee of the whole. 

Mr. dams, said, that he had an amendment, which he wish- 
ed now to offer, and which, if agreed to, would supersede many 
of the amendments reported from the committee, and save much 
time, which might otherwise be expended in debate. 

The speaker said it was not in order to offer the amendment 
before all those reported by the committee should have been 
disposed of. He, however, allowed the amendment to be read, 
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that the house might decide whether they wouid suspend the 
rule, for the purpose of acting upon it. 

The amendment was then read. It proposes in substance, 
that when goods subject to an ad valorem duty shall be entered 
at the custom house, the importer, or his agent, shall state the 
value; and, if the collector considers them as entered below 
theiy true value, he may take them on account of the United 
States, and have them sold. If they shall sell for more than the 
valuation, one half the amount shail go to the collector, and the 
other half into the treasury. 

The house refused to suspend the rule, and the several) 
—— reported from the committee were read in succes- 

on. 

The fourth amendment, which provides that if any fine wool 
shall be mixed with dirt or other material, and thus reduced in 
value to 8 cents per pound, (being thereby entitled to be im- 
= duty free), the appraisers shall value it as if it had not 

n so adulterated, having been read— 

Mr. Bouldin moved to amend it, by inserting before the word 
“‘mixed,’’ the word “‘purposely.”’? But it was negatived. 

The fifth amendment which lays.a duty of 5 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, on all milled and fulled cloth, known bythe name of plains, 
ar kerseys, of which wool shall be the only material, the value 
whereof shall not exceed 40 cents a square yard, having been 
read, it was, after some conversation, amended on the motion 
of Mr. Bouldin, so as to read plains, kerseys, or Kendal cottons. 
{This material, although so named, contains no cotton, but is 
made wholly of the coarsest wool, having a nap on one side, 
and none on the other. ]} 

The sixth amendment, which lays a duty of ten per cent. ad 
valorem, on worsted stuff goods, merino shawls, and other ma- 
nufactures of silk and worsted, was, on motion of Mr. Adams, 
amended, by striking out the word ‘‘merino.”’ 

The 15th amendment, which abolishes the discrimination hi- 
therto made between silks coming from China, and those from 
Europe, having been read, 

Mr. Adams gave notice, that when all the amendments should 
have been gone through, he proposed to offer another, by which 
all duties upon silk should be reckoned, not by yards, but by 
pounds avoirdupois. 


Mr. Archer opposed the amendment; and the debate formerly 
had on this subject was now renewed with much spirit, by 
Messrs. Archer, Adams, Wayne, McDuffie, Ingersoll, Appleton, 
Dearborn and Jarvis; when 

The question being taken, it was decided by yeas and nays— 
yeas 133, nays 57. 

Mr. Drayton now moved for a recess, but the motion was ne- 
gatived, and the house proceeded with the amendments. 

The 17th amendment, which reduces the duty on salt, to 5 
cents per 56 pounds, from and after the 3lst of December, 1833, 
having been read, a long debate arose. 

Mr. Irvin opposed the amendment, as going to put down an 
important domestic manufacture, advantageous in peace, and 
indispensable in war. 

Mr. Mazwell, of Virginia, went very largely into the subject, 
and opposed the amendment, by a variety of arguments in re- 
lation to the relative price of foreign and domestic salt, and the 
effects which had been produced upon both, by the various al- 
terations which the rate of duty had undergone, since it had 
been first imposed in 1790. 

The amendment was advocated by Messrs. Jenifer, Willicms 
and Clay, and opposed by Messrs. H. Everett, Maxwell, Burges, 
aud Adams; the lastof whom stated that the manufacture of 
this article in his state would be destroyed by the amendment, 
and quoted from Mr. Jefferson, to show the change which ex- 
perience had wrought in his views on the subject of protection. 

After a remzrk from Mr. Boon, the question was taken, and 
the amendment was negatived—yeas 87, nays 102. 

The 27th amendment provides, among other things, that all 
fossil and crude mineral salt, shall pay the same duty as salt. 

Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, moved to amend the amendment, by 
striking out the above clause. 

Mr. Reed suggested the layinga duty of 4 cents upon it; but 

Mr. Jarvis declined to accept this az a modification; where- 
upon 

PA debate arose, which occupied the house until six o’clock. 

Mr. Jarvis described the manufacture of this article, which 
existed no where in the United States but in Pembroke and 
Passamaquoddy, in Maine, and stated the large amount of ca- 
pital involved. 

The debate was continued by Messrs. Reed, Wayne, Howard, 
Wickliffe, sinderson, Adams, Jarvis and Burges. 

Very opposite statements were given as to the quality of the 
salt, which Mr. Jarvis declared to be excellent, and other gen- 
tlemen to be so bad that it would not preserve fish. 

It was strongly objected to, that wiile other imported salt 
paid a duty of 10 cents, this should be admitted duty free. 

Mr. Jarvis said it was not used until it was refined. 

Mr. Weyne said that it was used as manure. 

Mr. Wickliffe said it was imported as an evasion of the re- 
venue; 

Which Mr. Jurris denied. 

After much discussion the question was taken, and the amend- 
ment rejected—yeas 96, nays 97. 

Mr. Reed now moved to lay a duty of 4 cents per bushel; 
which was agreed to—ayes 93, noes 79. 

Mr. Clay moved to amend this, by inserting ‘one cent;”’ but 
the motion was not in order 


= 
All the amendments having been gone through— 
Mr. McDuffie proposed to amend the bill in the section ye. 
lating to cottons, by adding a proviso, that on all cottons not 
exceeding in value 15 cents the square yard, there shoulda be 
levied a duty of 12 1-2 per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. McD. said he offered this amendment, to ascertain whe. 
ther the friends of the protecting system were themselves satisg- 
ed with the grounds on which they claimed the protection of 
government. The opponents of that system had been so often 
told that the effect of it had been to reduce coarse cottons to q 
price below that at which they could be imported, that he now 
called upon them, either to consent that such cottons should be 
covered only by a revenue duty, or to forswear all the facts ang 
arguments they had laid before the house. 

Mr. Adams demanded the yeas and nays on this amendment— 

But before any vote was taken, 

On motion of Mr. Williams, the house adjourned. 


Saturday, June 23. After a great variety of motions, ang 
many brief speeches, the joint resolution directing a subserj 
tion for 1,250 copies of Clarke and Force’s collection of reyo. 
lutionary papers, was rejected—93 to 88* 

After which the house proceeded to the orders of the day, ang 
took up the tariff bill. 

Mr. Fitzgerald moved to reconsider the vote of yesterday, by 
which was rejected the motion of Mr. Jarvis, of Maine, which 
was to strike out the following clause: *‘And all fossil and crude 
mineral salt shall pay the same duty as salt.”’ 

After considerable discussion, &c. The question was taken 
on laying the motion to reconsider upon the table, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 84, nays 108. 

Mr. Wickliffe commented at considerable length on the effec 
of the admission of this article in evading the revenue Jaws, and 
injuring both the manufacturer and the fair trader. He called 
for the reading of a letter from the secretary of the treasury on 
the subject. And the debate was further continued by Messrs. 
Bates, of Maine, Jarvis, Wickliffe, Vinton, Anderson, Burge:, 
Ellsworth and Reed, of Mass. in the course of which the qualities 
of this sort of mineral salt were explained, with its effects upon 
animal matter; its cost; the extent to which it rivalled the Li- 
verpool salt; the amount of capital invested in the manufacture; 
whether this was British or American capital, and whether this 
branch of manufacture did or did not deserve the protection of 
government. The debate was closed by 

Mr. Whittlesey, who demanded the previous question. 

The motion was seconded. The previous question was put 
and carried; and the main question, on reconsidering, decided 
in the negative—yeas 84, noes 98. 

So the house retused to reconsider the vote of yesterday. 

The question now recurring on the amendment offered yes- 
terday by Mr. McDuffie, which proposes to impose a duty of 15 
per cent. ad valorem on unstained cottons, the value of which 
does not exceed 15 cents the square yard— 

Mr. Appleton opposed the amendment, not because coarse 
cottons could not be made cheaper here than in England, but 
because the manufacturer required to be guarded against any 
temporary fluctuation of price: and because the effect of the 
amendment would be to introduce the coarse muslins of India. 
Besides, the amendment covered not only the coarsest cottons, 
but those ofa considerable degree of fineness also. 

Mr. Bouldin introduced certain statements, and spoke about 
the exclusion of articles used by ‘‘indigent females!’?? Mr. 4p- 
pleton denied the correctness of Mr. B’s facts, and said the 
competition had reduced the manufacture to its minimum price. 
Mr. Bates, of Mass. denied that the duty was a bounty to the 
manufacturer. All the manufacturer wanted the duty for, was 
to throw a fence round about our domestic industry, that he 
who invested his capital might have some certain calculation of 
areturn. Mr. Wilde said that “South Carolina had offered to 
cut down the duty on all articles, cotton included, to 12 1-2 per 
centum.’’ 

Mr. Reed, of Mass. had been a member of congress in 1816, 
had opposed the tariff, and voted against it. Mr. Pickering had 
warmly remonstrated against it as ruinous to the commerce 0! 
Massachusetts. But it had been imposed by the votes of Penn- 
sylvania and the southern states. His own state having thus 
been forced into manufactures, he could not consent to abandon 
the protection of that interest. The duty was not wanted a34 
bounty, but only to guard against those great and sudden flue- 
tuations which often occurred in trade, and which might utterly 
destroyed the large amount of capital thus invested. 

Mr. McDuffie said that when he introduced the amendment, 
he had resolved not to be drawn into discussion, and nothing 
that gentlemen could utter, however absurd, should induce him 
to alter the determination. He had offered the amendment, and 
should follow it by others, with the purpose of unveiling this 
monster, and fully exposing it to view. The result, he should 
afterwards employ. 

Mr. Burges said he hoped the gentleman’s motions would be 
made. The monster, however, had been anveiled for many 


years. It was a monster that had destroyed our commerce 
a ows 





*We earnestly hope that this proceeding may not have ¢f 
fect to suppress this contemplated work—about which we know 
enough to express an opinion, that it promises to be one of the 
most curious and interesting collections ever offered to the 
public; and, if completed, rescue from the oblivion to whie! 
they are hastening, great masses of important matter. 
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cutting off our trade in India cottons, and had given 
a vast market to the.cottons of the south. Yet, so eager, and 
so ardent were the gentleman and his friends for the destruction 
of the eastern states, that after they had driven them to manu- 
factures until they had made cotton goods cheaper than all the 
world besides, he was now driving the country back to Hindos- 
tan for its supply: For what purpose had the amendment been 
introduced? For no purpose under the eye of God, but that 
the manufacturers of New Engiand might be ruined. It plainly 
shewed the settled unalterable resolution of the south to destroy 
New England. As to cay args 4 the indigent, Mr. B. said he 
never heard great patriots talk about the poor, but it reminded 
him of one ys go the price of the ointment poured upon 
the Son of God, because it might have been sold for two 
hundred pence, and given to the poor. New England gave em- 
ployment to pie’ J oor man who was able to labor. 

Mr. B. proceeded to make a variety of statements, in opposi- 
tion to the motion. 

Mr. Wayne though the argument of Mr. McDuffie had not 
been fairly met. While the south asked for some concession, 
it was willing to give up to the northern gentlemen every im- 

rtant object they wishedto secure. It was not asked that the 
duty should be taken off from the articie of stained cottons, said 
to have been recently introduced with so much success, but 
from the plain white cottons, which had undisputed possession 
ofthe market. Fears of the introduction of an inferior article 
he considered as groundless. : 

Mr. Howard thought the question had been treated too much 
as though it concerned the eastern and northern states alone. 
The middle states were as much interested as they. ‘They had 
been driven into manufactures by the ruinous consequences of 
the former state of things, which drained out all their substance 
to pay for the manufactures of Great Britain. It was because 
they could no longer pay for them, that they had begun to ma- 
nufacture for themselves. Jt was the witnessing of these 
things, which had converted Mr. H. into a tariff man. Gen- 
tlemen were now desirous of driving them back to the old sys- 
tem. They would have our ports like the lion’s den, around 
which all the tracks pointed inward. All the middle states were 
to depend on British goods, that the south might pay for them in 
cotton. 

After adverting to the market for southern flour, which had 
been opened by the factories of the north, Mr. H. concluded by 
observing, that this debate ought to resemble a pyramid—the 
a it drew to its completion the shorter the speeches ought 
to be. 

Mr. Clayton, as a southern manufacturer, considered it his 
duty to withhold no information which might tend to enlighten 
the house. He, therefore, proceeded to state, that a pound of 
cotton would make 2 1-2 yards of cloth No. 5. This cotton 
could be purchased at 7 cents. Adding one cent for wastage, 
brought it to 8cents. It could be manufactured into cloth for 
eight cents more. The total cost was therefore sixteen cents. 
Such cloth sold at 12 1-2 cents, two and a half yards of it would 
therefore bring 31 1-4 cents. He left the house to judge whe- 
ther such an interest wanted protection. Let him hear no 
more about high duties making cheap goods. 

Mr. Jenifer was a friend of protection, yet desirous to conci- 
liate. The bill had now reached its crisis; and if the present 
amendment was a fair sample of the others to be brought for- 
ward by the gentleman from South Carolina, the entire ques- 
tion of protection or no protection was now to be settled. Be- 
fore voting on this amendment, he desired, therefore, first, to 
know whether, if it should be adopted, the gentleman would 
then be satisfied with the bill. 

Mr. Appleton rose, and having referred to the practice of Eng- 
land, in regard to her manufactures, said that Mr. Clayton, ac- 
cording to his own statements, was doing a far better business 
than any body else, in manufacturing negro clothing. There 
was one factory for similar articles at Lowell, stock in which 
had been offered him at par. The gentleman’s statements only 
went to show with how much advantage the south might engage 
in manufacturing, if they were so disposed. If any thing like 
such profits should be made at the north, they would instantly 
be brought down by competition. 

Mr. McDuffie said that if this were not so grave a subject, it 
would be really amusing to witness the excitement—he might 
say, the consternation his motion had produced. It appeared 
that the shot had taken effect. If any gentleman had ever seen 
the effect ofa hot coal upon the back of a tarrapin, it might afford 
some illustration of the effect of the amendment on the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, (Mr. Appleton), who had really seem- 
ed, from the moment it had been introduced, to be sitting on hot 
iron. 

Mr. Jenifer repeated his inquiry of Mr. McDuffie, to know 
whether that gentleman would be willing to vote for the bill, 
should his amendment be adopted? 


Mr. McDuffie, on the question being twice put to him, said he 
should reserve to himself the liberty of acting according to the 
dictates of his own judgment, when the bill should have receiv- 
ed its final shape. 

Mr. J. then put a similar question to Mr. Bouldin. 

Mr. Bouldin replied that he should be well satisfied to see the 
amendment adopted. 

Mr. Jenifer said, his course was decided, he should vote 
against the amendment. 

he question was now taken on Mr. McDuffie’s amendment, 


So the amendment was rejected. _ 

Mr. McDuffie now moved an amendment, the effect of which 
would be to abolish the discrimination between rolled and ham- 
mered iron. te 

_ On which a debate arose, and the amendment was rejected—~ 
for it 67, against it 114. a 

Mr. Davis, of Mass. now moved the following amendment, 
viz.: 

Strike out the whole of the 2d section of the bill, (eontainin 
the proposed duties on woollens); and insert in lieu thereof th 
following: 
On all milled and fulled cloths, made wholly of wool, and 
known by the name of plains or kerseys, the value whereof 
shall not exceed thirty-five cents the square yard, and on alf 
blankets made of wool, the value whereof shall not exceed one 
dollar each, five per centum ad valorem. 

On worsted stuff goods, ten per centum ad valorem. 

On worsted and woollen yarn, four cents a pound and fifty per 
centum ad valorem. 

On hoisery, mits, gloves, bindings, and blankets, except as 
above, thirty-five per cenfum ad valorem. 

On Brussels, Turkey, three-ply, ingrain, and Wilton carpet- 
ing,seventy cents the square yard. 

On ingrained and Venetian carpefing, forty-five cents the 
square yard. 

On all other kinds of carpeting of wool, or of which wool is a 
component part, twenty-five per centum ad valoreni. 

On all other manufactures of woot, or of which wool is a com- 
ponent part, and on ready-made clothing, forty per centum: Pro- 
vided, however, that the duty on flannels and baizes shall not be 
less than twenty cents the square yard; and Provided, further, 
That the duties levied as aforesaid on manufactures of wool, or 
of which wool shall be a component part, shall be assessed on 
the current wholesale market value thereof, in the principle mar 
kets of the United States, which value shall be ascertained by the 
appraisers; and it shall be the duty of each and every collector, 
where any stich goods shall be entered and appraised, to cause 
the time and place of entry, the valuation made by the ap- 
praisers, and the number of yards, to be erpaeper! os marked on 
each piece of goods, in such manner as the secretary of the trea- 
sury shall direct. 

After various proceedings and remarks— 

Mr. Drayton took the floor, and addressed the house at length 
in opposition to the amendment—making many statistical cal- 
culations to show whatits effects would be. 

When he had concluded, Mr. Davis observed that all the gen- 
tlemen’s calculations were erroneous, being built on a false 
foundation. He did not propose a duty of 50 per cent., but of 
40. He had no desire to mislead the house. They could all 
calculate the effect of the amendment, of the success of which 
he had little hope, but on which would depend his support of 
the present bill. 

Mr. Cambreleng rose amidst deafening cries for the question. 
He remonstrated agsinst the impatience of the house when a ques- 
tion was at issue more momentous than perhaps had ever been 
presented to the action of that body, and on which might turn 
the question of civil war. He then observed that the amend- 
ment of Mr. Davis proposed a multiplying duty, which must re- 
sult in prohibition, begin where he would. The gentleman, 
however, to make sure, had begun at a point which was in it- 
self prohibitory. 

A motion was now made for adjournment, and prevailed. 


Monday, June 25. The offering of a resolution to adjourn on 
the 2nd July produced some very animated remarks. We can 
do no more than notice a few of them. 

Messrs. Mercer and Connor having spoken— 

Mr. Isacks thought that if the house did not make a satisfacto- 
ry adjustment of the tariff question, they had certainly been 
already in session too long. But, if it was to be settled, as he 
thought it would be, some time, even weeks more, would 
be well spentin having it accomplished. He did not feel de- 
spair that this would be the case. 

Mr. Blair, of South Carolina, said he would have been op- 
posed to any adjournment, as long as there was any hope leit, 
that the tariff would be satisfactorily adjusted. But he had beer 
long enough listening to the discussion to know that no disposi- 
tion of it would be made, such as would be satisfactory to the 
south. He was, therefore, prepared to vote for an instant ad~ 
journment. 

Mr. Mercer made some further observations, the import of 
which was that the house ought not to adjourn before it had dis- 
posed of the two great questions he had already referred to. 
(The tariff and the bank.] He would oppose any adjournment 
until they were disposed of. 

Mr. Wayne did not despair, or think that the question would 
not be finally adjusted. 

Mr. Blair, of South Carolina, said that it seemed that he was 
to be rebuked for not having desponded at an earlier period of 
the session. He had desponded for a week past, and he felt 
convinced now that those who could still hope, under present 
circumstances, that a satisfactory adjustment of this question 
could be made, would hope against hope itself. For his part, 
he repeated, that he had no hope of adjusting the details of this 
measure in a propermanner. ‘Till recently he had entertained 
a different opinion, and he had held up hopes, under that im- 
pression, to the people of the south, that their complaints would 
be listened to, and their wrongs redressed. He would hold up 





and decided by yeas and nays, as follows—yeas 73, neys 115. 


these hopes no longer to them, for he was convinced they were 
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vain and futile. He certainly did not sit there to expreas the 
opinion of the south, but he had a right to express his own 
opinion as one of the south—and that opinion, he thought, 
would be found to coincide with the feelings and sentiments of 
those who sent him to represent their interests there. 

Mr. Dearborn expressed a belief that the question might be 
adjusted—he wished it, because that an excitement prevailed in 
the north as well as in the south. ; 

Bei rac ry was willing to remain, if there was the slightest 
P ity of an adjustment ofthe question. But he had nosuch 
h : they were gone. ‘There was nothing left, but to go home 

epare to meet the comingevents. Sooner or later, it was 
his deliberate conviction, the states should separate. They 
must part; and he was constrained to say, that, in all probability, 
this was the last congress in which, if they parted without ad- 
justing this question, they would meet in peace and harmony 
together. He expressed this opinion deliberately and plainly, 
for it was his duty to warnthem. There was a spirit in the 
south they would try in vain to put down. He would with 
these feelings vote against postponing the consideration of the 
pigeon of adjournment, preferring rather to have a definite ac- 

on On it. 


Mr. Thompson, of Geo. said—he thought that southern mem- 
bers ought not to speak on the subject; that the southern dele- 
gation ought to have met together and appointed an individual to 
say to the friends of the tariff—‘‘We yield the subject to you; 
we demand the right of relief from this oppression; we do not 
intend to discuss the subject; we leave it to you; we propose to 
you to speak; we give you time to act on the subject tomake a 
proposition of compromise, and give it in a way that we can ac- 
ceptit. You hold in your hands the destinies of the republic.”’ 
It might still be possible to do something during the present 
session, for there seemed to be a spirit of liberality in the house. 
Allow him, (Mr. T’.), tosay, with perfect deference to the house, 
that he was as much a friend of the union as any man init. He 
would tell gentlemen, however, that they were endangering the 
union. If this session should be closed without coming to a de- 
cision on this subject, they might rely on it there would be com- 
motions in the south. Should the present state of things be 
continued, and made the policy of the country, he would go on 
and stave off such oppression. 

After some remarks from Mr. Burd and Branch— 

Mr. Adams said he hoped the house, before passing on the re- 
solution, would at least give itself time to ascertain whether it 
was not possible to get a majority who would agree to pass any 
bill at the present session. He might not, perhaps, differ very 
widely from the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Branch), 
in the opinion that the agitation produced in the country might 
be less, should the house break up without coming to any de- 
cision. But he differed totally from the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Blair), that now was the time to despair. On 
the contrary, this was his time to hope. It was the votes of 
Friday and of Saturday, so far from causing him to despair, 
which had inspired him with hope. And he begged the majori- 
Ay not to suffer themselves to be frightened out of passing a bill 

founded on the prineiples which had in the debates of Friday 
apd Saturday been agreed upon. He hoped they would pass a 
«bill on those identical principles. 

Gentlemen had all been arguing on another bill than that be- 
fore the house. They had argued as if this were nota bill to 
remit ten millions of the taxes now paid by the people of the 
United States, but as if it was a bill to lay ten millions of taxes 
upon them: as if it contained a great system of exaction and op- 
pression now first to be introduced into the policy of the go- 
vernment. Let the house proceed and perfect a bill on the 
principles already agreed upon, remitting to the people from 
eight to ten millions of the burdens now laid upon them, and 
then let those gentlemen go home and tell their constituents that 
congress had passed a bil) taking off ten millions of the taxes; 
but as it happened to be taxes on articles, the admission of which 
would not ruin the northern manufacturers, they would not con- 
sent to it: and let them see how they would get along. If their 
constituents were disposed to go to war with windmills, or to 
dissolve the union, because congress had not taken off thirteen 
millions instead of only ten millions; or because the taxes hap- 
pened to be on such articles as, while the people got precisely 
the same relief, did not set fire to all the factories throughout the 

-country, why, they must e’en do it. 

But, let gentlemen go home, and see what they would make 
of it. ‘Their people would probably say to them: **We used to 
pay a considerable duty on tea; did congress take that off??? 
Gentlemen would reply, “Yes, they did.” **Well, we used also 
to pay a pretty heavy tax on coffce; did they take that off?’ 
‘““Why—yes—they took that off.”? ‘And how was it with negro 
clothing; you used to tell us a great deal about the heayy tax 
upon that, and it was, to be sure, a great grievance; they refus- 
ed, we suppose, to take off the tax upon that??? “*Why, no; 
they did take that off.” ‘Well, and upon cotton bagging; that 
was another horrible grievance!” ‘They took off the tax on 
cotton bagging.”’ And so they would go on, to a great many 
other articles; and they would probably end with this question— 
*“*Is this a reason to dissolve the union?”’ 

Mr. A. repeated the assertion, that gentlemen had argued upon 
a totally different bill—a bill to lay on fares; not to take them off. 
In their arguments upon political economy— 

(Here Mr. A. was interrupted by the chair, and reminded that 
it was not in order to go into the merits of the bill, or to reply 
to the arguments against it. | 





—— 
ne 


Mr. A. said that six or seven different gentlemen had threaten. 
ed the house with a dissolution of the union; was it not in order 
for him to reply, and to show that there was no such ground fo; 
a poe as they 1 tee taecnos 

[ chasr repeated the injunction, not to enter u the 
rits of the bill.) sbeiecs 

Mr. A. said he did not know but it might not be acceptable to 
show that the bill had not those tremendous tendencies which 
some gentlemen would persuade the house to believe. But js 
was his firm conviction, that when the people of the south shoujq 
come to find that the bill took off ten millions of the taxes, ang 
that they had their full share in the reduction, they would be, to 
a good degree, satisfied with it; so that it would not be in gen. 
tlemen’s power to drive them to rebellion. He again asked of 
the majority not to be frightened out of their course by threats, 
He had heard threatening enough—he had enough of it—and }jp 
felt ready to say, when gentlemen began to talk about a disso}y. 
tion of the union—rebellion—nullification—or whatever else 
they pleased to call it—*‘Yes: no doubt; it is so—yes, there wij} 
be as you say, a dissolution of the union: I am sorry for it, but 
I can’t help it; but, in the meanwhile, let us go on, and make 
this bill as good as we can, then try dissolution, and see what 
you ean make of it.””>, Mr. A. said he was as desirous, as anyxi- 
ous, to see this session closed as any gentleman upon that floor: 
but he was far from despairing of first being able to agree upon 
a bill which should remit at least one-third of all the tazes now 
paid by the people of this country. He had heard very abundant 
arguments from gentlemen of the south to prove that all duties 
on importation were duties upon exportation, and were paid by 
the producer—that was the position of the opponents of the bill 
—and he had heard— 

[Here Mr. A. was again arrested by the chair, and reminded 
that it was not in order now to enter into the debate upon the 
merits of the bill.) 

Mr. A. then observed that if it was not in order for him to say 
to gentlemen of the south, if you do pay two-thirds of all the 
taxes, yet, if one half are taken off, you pay but one half of wha 
you used to do, and the whole benefit is on your side—if this 
was not in order, he would sit down. 


Mr. McDuffie replied that he was ready to meet the gentle. 
man from Massachusetts, on the question he seemed so anxious 
to discuss, at the proper time: but as this was not the proper 
time, with a view to putan end to the present discussion, he 
moved that the house proceed the orders of the day. 

The house then took up the consideration of the bill to regu- 
late the tariff. 

The question recurring, being on the amendment submitted 
by Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts, (for which see the report of 
Saturday’s proceedings.) 

Mr. Davis explained his reasons at length which had induced 
him to offer this amendment. He was followed by Mr. Can- 
breleng. Mr. E. Everett delivered a mild and conciliatory speech, 
and Messrs. Wayne, Speight, Dayan, Bates, of Maine, Adams 
and Burges took the floor. Mr. 4Adams offered two additional 
sections to the bill, with a view of preventing fraudulent impor 


tations—but the amendment was rejected by yeas and nays, for — 


it 68, against it 111. Mr. Davis, on the suggestion of Mr. E£. 
Everett, though against his own conviction, submitted to 35 in- 
stead of 40 per cent. on cloths, and to reduce the duty on flan- 
nels to 16 cents the square yard; but his amendment, thus mo- 
dified, was rejected by yeas and nays, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, Allison, Apple 
ton, Arnold, Babeock, Banks, Barber, Isaac C. Bates, Briggs, 
Bucher, Bullard, Burd, Choate, Lewis Condict, Silas Condict, 
Eleutheros Cooke, Bates Cooke, Cooper, Crane, Crawford, 
Creighton, John Davis, Dearborn, Denny, Doddridge, Ellsworth, 
George Evans, J. Evans, Edward Everett, Horace Everett, Ford, 
Grennell, Hodges, Heister, Hughes, Huntington, Ingersoll, Jeni- 
fer, Kendall, Adam King, Marshall, Robert McCoy, McKennan, 
Milligan, Pearce, Pendleton, Potts, Randolph, John Reed, 
Semmes, Slade, Southard, Stanberry, Stewart, Storrs, Suther- 
land, Taylor, J. Thomson, Tracy, Vance, Vinton, Washing- 
ton, Watmough, Wilkin, Wheeler, Elisha Whittlesey, Frede- 
rick Whittlesey, Edward D. White, Young—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alexander, Anderson, Archer, Arm- 
strong, Ashley, John S. Barbour, Barnwell, Barringer, James 
Bates, Beardsley, Bell, Bergen, Bethune, James Blair, Jobn 
Blair, Boon, Bouck, Bouldin, Branch, John C. Brodhead, Bur- 
ges, Cambreleng, Carson, Chandler, Chinn, Clairborne, Clay, 
Clayton, Coke, Connor, Corwin, Coulter, Craig, Davenport, 
Warren R. Davis, Dayan, Dewart, Doubleday, Felder, Findlay, 
Fitzgerald, Foster, Gaither, Gilmore, Gordon, Griffin, Thomas, 
H. Hall, William Hall, Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Hoffman, 
Hogan, Horn, Howard, Hubbard, Thrie, Irvin, Isacks, Jewett, 
Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Kavanagh, Kennon, John 
King, Henry King, Kerr, Lamar, Lansing, Leavitt, Lecompte; 
Lent, Lewis, Lyon, Mann, Mardis, Mason, Maxwell, McCarty, 
McDuffie, McIntire, McKay, Mercer, Thomas R. Mitchell, 
Muhienburg, Newton, Nuckolls, Patton, Pierson, Pitcher, Plum- 
mer, Polk, Edward C. Reed, Rencher, Roane, Root, Russell, 
Win. B. Shepard, Aug. H. Shepperd, Smith, Soule, Speight, 
Spence, Standiter, Stephens, Francis Thomas, Philemon Tho- 
mas, Wiley Thompson, Verplanck, Ward, Wardwell, Wayne, 
ge A P. White, Wickliffe, Wilde, Williams, Worthing 
ton—118. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Reed, of New York, then proposed an amendment to re- 
duce the duty on all manufactures of silk, or of which silk shall 
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—— 
be a component part, (except sewing silk, which is rated at 40 
per cent.) from 18 to 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Agreed to by yeas and nays—yeas 107, nays 87. 

Mr. Adams observed that, since the bill was introduced, there 
was a greater disparity caused in the different wools and yarn, 
than it was contemplated that there would be; which it was 
necessary for the interest of the manufacturers to have rated 
more in proportion to one another. The disparity between the 
wool duty free, and the advance on other wool from 4 cents per Ib. 
and 35 to 40 per cent. ad valorem, and the increased duty upon 
woollen yarn from 35 to 50 per cent. gave some reason to ap- 
prehend that the provisions of the bill would operate injuriously 
to the manufacture of sattinets, if some alteration was not 
made: and as that manufacture embraced four-fifths of the 
whole woollen manufacture of the country, it was an object ef 
most serious consideration. He moved, therefore, to reduce 
the value upon Which the ad valorem duty on kerseys, &c. shail 
be assessed from forty eents a square yard to thirty-three and a 
third cents per square yard. 

After debate—Messrs.:Cambreleng and Wayne opposing, and 
Messrs. Elisworth and .@ppleton supporting the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Adams, it was relected—for it 86, against 100. 

Mr. Doubleday moved to increase the valuation 40 to 50 cents. 
After adesultory conversation, in which Messrs. Vinton, Horn, 
Adams, Speight and Grennell, participated, the amendment of 
Mr. D. was negatived—ayes 58, noes 130. 

The question was then put on the amendment of Mr. 4dams, 
which was also negatived—yeas 86, nays 100. 

Mr. A. then moved to reduce the minimum valuation to thirty- 
five cents, and forcibly remarked, that upon the issue of the 
vote on this amendment would depend, whether the bill would 
pass or not. 

Mr. Jenifer said, though he voted against the amendment, 
proposing thirty three and a third cents, yet he would feel it 
his duty to support thirty-five cents. 


Mr. Blair, of 8S. C. moved an adjournment ofthe house, which 
was negatived—ayes 74, noes 87. 

Mr. Barringer admitted that, under the circumstances stated, 
the rate of 40 per cent. might be possibly too great a disparity; 
not to bring the valuation too low, however, he moved 37 1-2 
per cent. 

The question on which, being put, was negatived. 

Mr. Adams demanded the yeas and nays on his motion, which 
were ordered. 

The question was taken accordingly, and decided as follows: 

VEAS —Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, H. Allen, Allison, Ap- 
pleton, Armstrong, Arnold, Babcock, Banks, Noyes Barber, 
Barstow, Isaac C. Bates, Beardsley, John Blair, Briggs, Bucher, 
Bullard, Burd, Burges, Choate, Collier, Lewis Condict, Silas 
Condit, Fleutheros Cooke, Bates Cooke, Cooper, Corwin, Coul- 
ter, Crane, Crawford, Creighton, John Davis, Dayan, Dearborn, 
Denny, Dewart, Ellsworth, George Evans, Joshua Evans, Ed- 
ward Everett, Horace Everett, Gilmore, Grennell, Hodges, Heis- 
ter, Hogan, Horn, Hughes, Huntington, Ihrie, Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenifer, Jewett, Kendall, Adam King, John King, Henry King, 
Leavitt, Mann, Marshall, Maxwell, McCarty, Robt. McCoy, 
McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Muhlenburg, Newton, Pearce, 
Pendleton, Pierson, Pitcher, Potts, Randolph, John Reed, Rus- 

peell, William B. Shepard, Slade, Smith, Southard, Stanberry, 
) Standifer, Stephens, Stewart, Storrs, Sutherland, Taylor, Phile- 
mon Thomas, John Thomson, Tracy, Vance, Vinton, Wardwell, 
Washington, Watmough, Wilkin, Wheeler, Elisha Whittlesey, 
Frederick Whittlesey, Edward D, White, Young—L02. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adair, Alexander, Anderson, Archer, J. 8S. 
Barbour, Jas. Bates, Bell, Bethune, James Blair, Boon, Bouck, 
Bouldin, John C. Brodhead, Cambreleng, Carson, Chinn, Clai- 
borne, Clay, Clayton, Coke, Conner, Craig, Davenport, Warren 
R. Davis, Doubleday, Duncan, Felder, Findlay, Fitzgerald, Fos- 
ter, Gaither, Gordon, Griffin, Thomas H. Hall, William Hall, 
Hammons, Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Hoffman, Howard, Hub- 
bard, Isacks, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Jolinson, Ka- 
vanagh, Kennon, Kerr, Lamar, Lecompte, Lent, Lewis, Lyon, 
Mardis, Mason, McDuffie, McIntire, McKay, Thos. R. Mitchell, 
Newnan, Nuckolis, Patton, Plummer, Polk, Edward C. Reed, 
Rencher, Roane, Root, Semmes, August H. Shepperd, Soule, 
Speight, Spence, Francis Thomas, Tompkins, Verplanck, Ward, 
Wayne, Weeks, Camp. P. White, Wickliffe, Wilde, Williams, 
Worthington—&5. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. Alexander then rose, and remarked that, the 10th section 
of the bill proposes a drawback in consideration of various duty 
paid articles being used in the construction of ships and vessels, 
of from $2 50 to $1 25 per ton, according to the tonnage, &c. 
Which was a novel principle in the revenue laws, and one he 
could not sanction. He would repeat the remark applied by 
the honorable gentleman, as to the last amendment—that upon 
its being retained would perhaps depend the passage of the pre- 
Sent bill. He moved to strike it out. But before any decision 
could be taken thereon, 

On motion of Mr. Dearborn, the house adjourned. 

Tuesday, June 26. ‘The following letter was presented by the 
Speaker to the house, and read: 

To the speaker of the house of representatives: 

Bir: I beg leave through you to tender to the house of repre- 
*entatives the resignation of my office as their sergeant-at-arms. 
A long course of kindness, first shewn to my father, and then ex- 





tended to me from my earliest years, demands an expression of 


— 4 


gratitude which I feel at this moment very inadequate suitabl 
to make. I have fallen into unexpected misfortunes, which 
am but too sensible, have Jed me into error. 

The books and papers committed to my charge are herewith 
surrendered to the committee of accounts for settlement. 


J. O. DUNN. 
Washington, June 25, 1832. 


After some conversation as to the proms mode of disposing of 
this letter, it was, on motion of Mr. uttlesey, of Ohio, referred 
to the committee of accounts, and it was ordered, on motion of 
Mr. Wickliffe, that the door-keeper of the house, (Overton Carr), 
do discharge the duties of sergeant-at-arms until the next ses- 
sion of congress. 

The bill to incorporate the St. Francis road company, coming 
up for a third reading, it was debated at length, until 12 o’clock, 
when, before any question could be taken thereon— 

The house proceeded to the consideration of the bill to regu- 
late the tariff. 

The amendment of Mr. Alexander to strike out the 10th sec- 
tion, (which proposes to allow a tonnage drawback on shipping), 
being the question before the house— 

Mr. C. P. White moved to amend the amendment by striking 
out all after the word “enacted,” and insert that there shall be 
a tonnage drawback in proportion to the duty paid on iron, 
hemp, duck, &c. used in the equipment of ships. This amend- 
ment gave rise toa protracted debate; and the question being 
taken by yeas and nays, it was negatived—yeas 64, noes 111. 

The amendment of Mr. Alexander was also negatived—yeas 
86, nays 88. 

Mr. Crawford moved to strike out of the bill, the provisions 
in relation to iron in bars or bolts, in pigs and castings, and on 
various manufactured articles, enumerated in the 9th and LOth 
items; also, on steel, so as to leave the duty thereon as at pre- 
sent. 

The motion was negatived—yeas 57, nays 110. 

Mr. Reed, of N. Y. moved a reconsideration of the vote on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. Alexander. 

A motion for a call of the house having been sustained, the 
roll was gone through, and 186 members having answered to 
their names, the further proceeding were suspended, and the 
vote on the motion having stood—yeas 94, nays 94, the speaker 
gave his casting vote in the affirmative; and 

Mr. Adams then moved a re-consideration of the vote on the 
amendment proposed by Mr. White, of New York, which wae 
negatived—yeas 8&2, nays 100. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Alexander, to, 
strike out the 10th section, it was a second time negatived—yeas 
93, nays 97. 

Mr. Thompson, of Georgia, then moved a ludicrous amend- 
ment, to strike out that part of the 10th section, and insert a 
provision for a drawback to be given to farmers for all iron used. 
by them in ploughs and other implements of husbandry. On_ 
this motion he demanded the yeas and nays, which were order- 
ed, and the amendment negatived; yeas 42—nays 134. 

Mr. Bates, of Mass. then moved to strike out of the section as 
to woollens, mits, gloves, bindings, blankets, hosiery, carpets, 
carpeting, so as to leave the duty on these articles as it now is 
per the present rate—which was negatived, Yeas 85, nays 102._ 

Mr. Root moved to regulate the ton weight, at 2,000 Ibs, Ne- 
gatived, 

Mr. Carson moved a lengthy amendment, similar to that of, 
Mr. Thompson, of Georgia. 

The amendment was negatived. The house then adjourned. 

Wednesday, June 27. The resolution submitted by Mr. Boon 
to adjourn on the 5th July, was rejected—yeas 90, nays 96. 

The house, on motion of Mr. Branch, suspended the rule, in, 
order to take up the navy bills lying on the table for a third read- 
ing. They have been hitherto stated in our paper, and were alls 
passed, with the exception of the bill making an appropriation. 


for the construction of two steam batteries, which was rejected, 


—yeas 74, nays 99. 

The St. Francis road company bill was, also, on its third read- 
ing, rejected—yeas 73, nays 87. 

The house then took up the consideration of the bill to regu- 
late the tariff. 

Mr. Adams, in order to assimilate the duty on woollen manu- 


factures to the increased duty given tothe grower of wool, moved’ 


to amend the bill by inserting 30 per cent. in lieu of 25; as the 
duty on mits, gloves, bindings, blankets, hosiery, carpets and, 
carpeting, which was negatived—yeas 90, nays 94. 

[M?. A. said that his object was to make the bill consistent 
with itself—and give to the manufacturers a corresponding pro- 
tection to that which had been given to the grower of the raw 
material, &c. and powerfully supported his proposition—he 
thought the fate of the bill might depend upon it, &c. Messrs... 
Speight and Jenifer spoke on this subject. ] 

Mr. Cambrelene then rose to move a re-consideration of the 
vote, by which the motion of Mr. alexander, to strike out the 
10th section, which provides a drawback on tonnage, was nega- 
tived. 

Mr. Adams objected on the point of order, upon which a de- 
sultory discussion arose, and 

The chair having decided that the motion was in order, 

Mr. Adams appealed from that decis+on, submitting whether, 
by the rule of the house, as there had been already one motion 
for reconsideration of this vote made and decided, there could 
be a second motion put, 
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The question on the appeal was then put, and the house sus- 
tained decision of the chair—yeas 98, nays 83. 

The question for re-eonsideration was then taken, and it pre- 
vailed—yeas 97, nays 91. 

Mr. White, of New York, then moved to strike out the pro- 
visions of the 10th section, and insert that a drawback be paid in 
amount equal to three-fourths of the duty on the imported hemp, 
sai) duck, and iron, used in the construction and fitting out of 
vessels. amendment was rejected—yeas 66, nays 118. 

The house then suspended the rule, to enable Mr. Taylor, of 
New York, to make a motion, that the house take a recess until 
4 o’elock, which prevailed, and the house took a recess accord- 


ingly. Om 
Evening session. | : 

At 4 o’clock the house resumed its sitting, and the question 

poe J b put on the motion to strike out the 10th section, it was 
—yeas 99, nays 97. 

Mr. Verplanck remarked that, as that boon intended for the 
shipping interest was stricken out of the bill, he would move to 
reduce the duty on sail duck to what it was before the present 
tariff. With that view he moved to strike out “ten cents per 
yard,” and insert “‘15 per cent. ad valorem.’? The motion pre- 
vailed—yeas 98, nays 94. 

Mr. Connor moved to strike out the section regulating the 
value of the pound sterling at $4 80—negatived. 

Mr. Boon, in order to cut off all further amendments, now 
moved the previous question, which was not seconded. 

Mr. Marshall moved to increase the duty on unmanufactured 
hemp from 35 to 40 dollars per ton; also on cotton bagging from 
three and a half cents the square yard, to four cents, and to add 
to the section the words “‘without regard to weight or width.’’ 

A division of the question being called for, the question was 
put +” ag part relating to hemp, which was carried—yeas 98, 
nays 93. 

he other amendment was negatived. 

Some further amendments (not stated) were made on the du- 
ties on carpets—and the duty on flannels and baizes was made 
specific, at 16 cents per square yard—yeas 93, nays 91. 

The previous question was now called for by Mr. White, of 
New York, and carried—yeas 98, nays 85. The main question 
was then put—‘‘shall the bill be engrossed and read a third time 
to-morrow,’’ and decided in the affirmative—yeas 121, nays 65. 
And then, at a late hour the house adjourned. 

se preceding sets of yeas and nays shall be preserved for 
reference. We shall, below, give the vote on the final passage 
of the bill.) 


Thursday, June 28. Mr. R. M. Johnson submitted the follow- 
ing resolution: 
esolved, 'That the committee of accounts be instructed to or- 
der to be paid out of the eontingent fund of this house, to the 
members and delegates thereof, the amount of their per diem al- 
lowance and mileage, which J. O. Dunn, late sergeant-at-arms, 
received on checks drawn in their behalf, and which he has fail- 
ed to pay over to them, upon the certificate of the members or 
delegates. 
On this resolution a protracted conversation arose, and after 
a motion for a eall of the house was made by Mr. Patton; also, 
a motion by Mr. Rencher, to lay the resolution on the table was 
negatived—Mr. Root moved to refer it to the committee of ways 
and means. The conversation was finally cut short by a motion 
for the previous question, which being seconded, and the main 
question ordered, the resolution was adopted—yeas 103, nays 


A variety of Pe took place as to fixing a day of ad- 
journment—and finally the 9th of July was determined on, and 
the resolution was sent to the senate for concurrence. 

Mr. Wickliffe modified a resolution heretofore submitted by 
him, for the printing of 10,000 copies of the act passed this ses- 
sion, for the relief of the surviving officers and soldiers of the 
revolution, so as to append to the bill copies of the rules and in- 
structions prescribed “ the war department, for taking evidence, 
and carrying the bill into effect. 

The resolution, as«nodified, was then agreed to. 

The bill to regulate the tariff coming up for its third reading, 

Mr. McDuffie addressed the house at considerable length in 
opposition thereto, and in reply to the arguments adduced by 
the friends of the American System. 

After he had concluded, many southern gentlemen endeavor- 
ed to get the floor; but 

Mr. Heister having succeeded, observed that it was perfectly 
obvious, that after the vote of the morning, to fix a day for the 
adjournment of congress, further discussion On this subject would 
be injurious, and could not long be tolerated by the house; he 
would therefore move the previous question. 

The motion having been seconded—ayes 93, noes 46. 

Mr. Burges moved a call of the house, which was sustained, 
and the roll having been gone through, 173 members answered 
to their names. 

The absentees were then called, and many members having, 
in the interim, come into the house, the further proceedings 
were suspended. 

Mr. W. R. Davis inquired if it was then in order to make a 
motion to recommit the bill, with instructions, &c? 

The Chai replied that it was not, the call having been se- 
conded. 

The previous question was then ordered—yeas 132, nays 60. 

The question then being ‘shall the bill pass?” it was decided 
in the affirmative, 2s follows: 





i 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Anderson, Appleton 
Archer, Armstrong, Arnold, Ashley, Babcock, Barrenger, Bar. 
stow, james Bates, Bell, Bethune, James Blair Jona Blair 
Boon, Bouck, John Brodhead, John C. Brodhead, Bucher, Cam’ 
breleng, Carr, Chandler, Chinn, Claiborne, Clay, Collier, Sija, 
Condict, Connor, Eleutheros Cooke, Bates Cooke, Corwin 
Coulter, Craig, Crane, Creighton; Dayan, Dearborn, Dewart, 
Doddridge ;. Doubleday; Drayton; Duncan; George Evans, J. 
Evans, Findlay, Fitzgerald, Ford; Gaither, Gilmore, Thomas 4 
Hall, William Hall, Hammons; Harper, Hawes, Hawkins, Heigs. 
ter, Hoffman, Hogan, Holland, Horn, Howard, Ihbrie, Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Isacks, Jenifer, Jewett, Richard M. Johnson, Cave Johp. 
son, Kavanagh, Kennon, Adam King, Kerr, Lansing, Leavitt, 
Lecompte, Lent, Letcher, Lyon, Mann, Mardis, Mason, Mar. 
shall, Maxwell, McCarty, McIntire » Mercer, Thomas R. Mitchell, 
Muhlenburg, Newton, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Randolph, Joh, 
Reed, Edward C. Reed, Roane, Root, Russell, Semmes, Wy, 
B. Shepard, Aug. H. Shepperd, Smith, Soule, Southard, Speight, 
Spence, Stanberry, Standifer, Stephens, Taylor, F. Thomas, 
Philemon Thomas, J. ‘Thomson, Tompkins, Tracy, Vinton, 
Ward, Wardwell, Washington . Waye, Weeks, Wilkin, Whee. 
er, Elisha Whittlesey, Frederick Whittlesey, C. P. White, 
Worthington, Young—132. 


The nays—65, were thus distributed. 

From Maine—Mr. Jarvis. 

New Hampshire—None. : 

Massachusetts—Messrs. Bates, Briggs, Choate, Davis, Everett, 
Grennell, Hodges, Kendall, 8. [Messrs. Adams, Appleton, Dear. 
born, and J. Reed in the affirmative]—one vacancy in the repre. 
sentation. 

Rhode Island—Messts. Burges and Pearce. 

Connecticut—Messrs. Ellsworth, Huntington and Storrs, 3, 
{ Messrs. Ingersoll and Young in the affirmative ]}+Mr. Barber ab- 
sent. 

Vermont—Messrs. H. Allen, Everett and Slade. 
sent—one vacancy. 

New York—Messrs. Pendleton and Pitcher. 

New Jersey—Messrs. L. Condict, Cooper and Hughes, 3, 
{Messrs. S. Condict, Randolph and Southard voted in the affir- 
mative. 

Paadibecate<iiieiane. Allison, Banks, Burd, Crawford, Den- 
ny, H. King, R. McCoy, McKennan, Potts, Stewart, Sutherland, 
Watmough, 12. (Messrs. Bucher, Coulter, Dewart, J. Evans, 
Ford, Gilmore, Heister, Horn, Ihrie, A. King, Mann, Muhilen- 
burg, Smith, Stephens, voted in the affirmative, 14.] Every 
member present. 

Delaware—Mr. Milligan. 

Maryland—None. 

Virginia—Messrs. Alexander, R. Allen, Barbour, Bouldin, 
Coke, Davenport, Gordon and Patton—8. [In the affirmative 
Messrs. Archer, Armstrong, Claiborne, Craig, Chinn, Doddridge, 
Mason, Maxwell, Mercer, Newton, Roane—11.} Mr. Johnston, 
dec. Mr. McCoy, sick, and Mr. Stevenson, speaker. 

North Carolina—Messrs. Branch, Carson, McKay and Ren- 
cher—4. [in the affirmative Messrs. Barringer, Bethune, Con- 
nor, Hall, W. B. Shepard, A. H. Shepperd, Speight.) Mr. Wil- 
liams absent, and one vacancy. 

South Carolina—Messrs. Barnwell, W. R. Davis, Felder 
Griffin, McDuffie and Nuckolls—6. (Messrs. Blair, Drayton and 
Mitchell voted in the affirmative. } 

Georgia—Messrs. Clayton, Foster; Lamar, Newnan, W. 
Thompson and Wilde—6. [Mr. Wayne in the affirmative. ] 

Kentucky—Messrs. Adair, Daniel and Wickliffe—3. [In the 
affirmative Messrs. Allan, Gaither, Hawes, R. M. Johnson, 
Lecompte, Letcher, Lyon, Marshall, Tompkins—9. } 

Ohio—None. 

Tennessee—None. 

Lowisiana—Messrs. Bullard and White—2. 
the affirmative. ] 

Alabama—Mr. Lewis. 
firmative.] 

Indiana, Illinois and Mississippi—None.« 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. dams then moved to amend the title of the bill, and 
insert in lieu 

“An act to reduce the revenue collected by duties on im- 
ports. ”? 

Mr. Davis moved to amend that amendment, by adding ‘and 
protecting manufactures.”? , 

Mr. Adams accepted the amendment as a modification. Af 
tera few brief remarks from Mr. Davis and Mr. Hall, of North 
Carolina— 

Mr. E. Everett rose and moved the previots qutestion, whicl 
was seconded—yeas 86, nays 68. 

The main question was then put, anid the title, viz: an act to 
regulate the duties on imports, was agrecd to. 

Mr. J. S. Barbour moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill to incorportae the St. Francis road cémpany was negatived, 
which was agreed to, and tne further consideration péstponed to 
Monday next. 

The amendments of the senate to the bill for the relief of 
Horatio Gates Spafford, were concurred in by the house and 
passed. The joint resolution from the senate, to authorise the 
president to contract for a pedestrian statue of George Washing- 
ton, was read and committed. 

The bill to carry into effect the convention with the king of 
the French; were read a third time and passed; and the house 
adjourned. 


Cahoon ab. 


[Mr. Thomas in 
[Messrs. Clay and Mardis in the af- 
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